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Part I: Historical Overview Narrative

Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) activities in the National Capital Region of the
National Park Service illustrate the important role of this program in employing out-of-work
youth and creating a national recreation infrastructure during the 1930s. Between 1933 and
1942, the twelve camps located in the Washington, DC metropolitan area, and what is now
defined as the NPS’s National Capital Region, completed an impressive array of projects (Map
1}. Enrollees working mainly with the Department of the Interior, but also the Department of
Agriculture, built and maintained roads, parkways, picnic areas (Map 2), athletic fields, cabin
camps, comfort stations, historical reconstructions of Civil War forts and canal locks (Map 3),
and a bird sanctuary, in addition to planting trees, tree surgery, and erosion control. The variety
of projects undertaken by the Washington-area CCC camps greatly expanded the recreational
infrastructure of this region and formed the basis for later growth of the National Capital Region
park units. While the rustic architecture built by the CCC in wilderness areas is better known,
the National Capital Region projects represent a mix of project types indicative of the broad and
diverse scope of the program in metropolitan areas.

Creating the Civilian Conservation Corps

As a prominent part of his New Deal legislation, President Franklin Delano Roosevelt
created an ambitious program of unemployment relief aimed at the millions of unemployed
young men throughout the United States. The severe economic depression had brought
unemployment to record levels, and one of Roosevelt’s first initiatives upon taking office in 1933
was an ambitious series of government programs designed to provide work through useful civic
projects. One estimate indicated that in 1933, of the almost fifteen million citizens known to be
unemployed, five million were under the age of twenty five.! The Civilian Conservation Corps
created work camps throughout the country where enrollees were given uniforms, shelter, food,
and a nominal salary in exchange for manual labor on a vanety of public works projects. Also a
major public relations initiative for the Roosevelt Administration, the vocational training and
self~-improvement opportunities offered by the CCC program were often promoted as rigorously
as the projects completed by the work camps.

Initially the Civilian Conservation Corps was part of the Emergency Conservation Work
(ECW) Act approved on March 31, 1933. The bill’s introduction explained its dual purpose of

unemployment relief and forest conservation:

For the purpose of relieving the acute condition of widespread distress and

'0len Cole, It. The African-American Experience in the Civilian Conservation Corps. {(Gainesville, F.L.: University
Press of Florida, 1999), 9.



CIVILIAN CONSERVATION CORPS ACTIVITIES
IN THE NATIONAL CAPITAL REGION

HABS No. DC-858

(Page 3)

unemployment now existing in the United States, and in order to provide for the
restoration of the country’s depleted natural resources and the advancement of an
orderly program of useful public works, the President is authorized, under such
rules and regulations as he may prescribe, and by utilizing such existing
departments or agencies as he may designate, to provide for employing citizens of
the United States who are unemployed, in the construction, maintenance, and
carrying on of works of a public nature in connection with the forestation of lands
belonging to the United States or to the several States which are suitable for
timber production, the prevention of forest fires, floods and soil erosion, plant pest
and disease confrol, the construction, maintenance or repair of paths, trails and
fire lanes in the national parks and national forests, and such other work on the
public domain, national and State, and Government reservations incidental to or
necessary in connection with any projects of the character enumerated, as the
President may determine to be desirable?

In addition to, in effect, attempting to rescue a generation of young men, the ECW Act addressed
a desperate need for forest conservation. Deforestation and the resulting soil erosion had reduced
the acres of virgin forest in the continental United States from 800 million to 100 million by
1933.% Directing underutilized manpower to low-skill, but vital, forest conservation work created
a public works niche that did not compete with the construction industry and could indeed
support the redevelopment of natural resources and recreational opportunities.*

Robert Fechner, a labor union official and Southerer, was the director of Emergency
Conservation Work (ECW).” The Civilian Conservation Corps was officially created as a
separate entity from ECW by another Act of Congress on June 28, 1937 and Fechner continued
as its director until his death in 1939. The legislation transferred all the personnel, records,
property, finds, and obligations of the ECW to the CCC. As in the original ECW Act, Congress
specified that “no person shall be excluded on account of race, color, or creed.” Congress also
added details regarding camp administration and enrollee qualifications. Enrollees wereto be
between seventeen and twenty-three years old. Regular enrollees received $30 per month,
assistant leaders $36, and leaders $45, with a stipulation that enrollees send a large portion of

*Conrad Wirth. Civilian Conservation Corps Program of the United States Department of the Interior, March 1933
to June 30, 1943. (Advisory Council, CCC, January 1944),15.

*JTohn A. Salmond, Civilian Conservation Corps, 1933-1942: 4 New Deal Case Study. (Durham, N.C.: Duke
University Press, 1967), 4.

4Substantial construction projects such as those funded by the Public Works Administration (PWA) and W orks
Progress Administration {(WPA) utilized government contracts to employ private firms with skilled construction
workers.

*Bdward J. Roach, “Robert Fechner,” American National Biography Online, http:/www_anb.org/anticles/15/15-
01297-print. htm]
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their earnings home to dependent family members.® CCC service was divided info six-month
enrollment periods. The Department of Labor was charged with creating enrollment policies and
processing eligible enrollees, although most of the actual selection and paperwork was done by
state relief agencies. The War Department built and managed the camps, using their existing
officer corps and supply bureaucracy. Project selection and supervision was done by the
“technical agency,” often a branch of the Department of the Interior or the Department of
Agriculture. The National Park Service was one of the most active technical agencies, receiving
over $82 million from the CCC just between 1933 and 1937.7 Other projects were administered
by the War and Navy Departments, the Tennessee Valley Authority, and the General Land
Office. Separate camps for veterans or for Indians completed projects administered by the
Veterans Administration and the Office of Indian Affairs.*

As one the signature programs of the New Deal, the Civilian Conservation Corps was
closely identified with Franklin Roosevelt. The program built on Roosevelt’s lifelong interest in
conservation and the desire to provide immediate relief to millions of unemployed young
Americans. Although a bold step, the CCC was not without precedent. A similar, but less
extensive program had already been implemented by the Forest Service in California and in
Washington state. Roosevelt would have been aware of this program and similar schemes
planned in other parts of the country. International programs also provided an example.
According John Salmond’s history of the CCC, “by 1932 the govemments of Bulgaria, the
Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Austria, and Germany had established conservation
camps for the unemployed.”™ Perhaps most famous was the Labor Service in Germany, which
had a militaristic quality, particularly after the Nazi Party took control, that caused FDR to reject
any comparison between it and the CCC.

It is unclear what direct connection, if any, existed between the earlier international
programs and the CCC. A contemporary publication on the CCC sponsored by the American
Youth Commission outlined possible influences such as Harvard philosopher William James’
1912 essay “The Moral Equivalent of War,”which proposed a peacetime conservation youth
army, and the multinational International Voluntary Service established in 1920 to repair the
damage wrought by World War [. While this account acknowledged the existing model of other
national conservation programs established during the 1920s and early 1930s, 1t concluded that
the American experiment was unique, stating that “international good will and national destiny
were of deep interest to millions of Americans, including of course the President; but the CCC in

SConrad Wirth. Civilian Conservation Corps Program of the United States Department of the Interior, March 1933
to June 30, 1943. (Advisory Council, CCC, Jamary 1944),18-19.

"Harlan D . Unrau and G. Frank Williss. Expansion of the National Park Service in the 1930s: An Administrative
History. {Denver, CO: Denver Service Center, September 1983), Chapter 3, Introduction, 1, online version accessed
at http//www cr.nps.gov/history/online books/unran-williss/adhic htm.

*Holland and Hill, 30-31.

9Salmond, 4-5. See also pgs. 6-8 for an account of Roosevelt’s conservation activities before the CCC.
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its beginnings was never thought of by its sponsors or its officials as an agency for exploring
social or political problems.”’® The CCC did share with its European counterparts a desire to use
hard work and contact with nature as an antidote to the effects of modern urban life on young
men. Roosevelt emphasized this point in a message to Congress shortly before ECW legislation
was considered:

We can take a vast army of these unemployed out into healthful surroundings.
We can eliminate, to some extent at least, the threat that enforced idleness brings
to spiritual and moral stability. It is not a panacea for all the utnemployment but it
is an essential step in this emergency.!!

The benefits of honest labor, discipline, and fresh air were a common theme in CCC
informational literature, as well as its images of healthy, well-fed young men. Although passed
with bipartisan support and eventually quite popular with the general public, the CCC did attract
and was shaped by some criticism. One common complaint was that a government-sponsored
work program represented a step toward Socialism, a charge leveled against many of the New
Deal initiatives. CCC officials were careful to promote the fact that enrollees were paid for their
labor and that by sending money home they would stimulate the economy. There were concerns
regarding the low wages and government intervention into the free market, but clearly the CCC
would perform tasks that would not be undertaken by private industry. In fact, Socialist leaders
referred to the proposed program of work camps as Fascist, joining the objections of organized
labor. Laborleaders were suspicious of a government-sponsored program of subsistence wages.
For example, American Federation of Labor President William Green objected to the enlistment
of workers under military discipline and wages, which was seen as a trend that might subvert
organized labor’s goals. The choice of Fechner, a former labor union official, as director was
intended to appease this constituency.'”

The role of the War Department in administering the camps also led to criticism of the
CCC as too militarized. While the use of uniforms, strict discipline, and military-like work
procedures was suggestive of the strong military influence, CCC public relations information
took pains to point out that the enrollees were learning independence and self-respect, not
receiving military training. A 1934 Harper’s Monthly article written from an anonymous Army
officer’s point of view asserted that, while discipline was critical in a CCC camp, “too military a
manner and method would be out of tune with the whole concept.”™?® The article included several

1% enneth Holland and Frank Ernest Hill. Youth in the CCC. (Washington, D.C.: American Council on Education,
19423, 23.

Uouoted in Salmond, 13.

12Hol]and and Hill, 27. Fechner was replaced by another union leader, James J. McEntee, in 1940. See also
Salmond, 14-15.

13Captain X, “A Civilian Army in the Woods,” Harper's Monithly Magazine 168 (March 1934): 492,
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vignettes intended to make the distinction that true military discipline and training did not happen
at CCC camps. An Atlantic Monthly article asserted:

The fact that there i1s no military discipline in these camps must be emphasized
again. The Army early learned that CCC discipline must be secured and
maintained through the personality of the reserve officers, through a few simple
penalties - but maintained primarily by the boys themselves."*

However, it was hard to counteract the militaristic impression of young men in uniform marching
mn drill formation and living in Army barracks.

Another reaction to this charge was the emphasis on vocational training and educational
opportunities. One publication pointed out that *. . . education of any organized kind [did not]
seem to those in authority to be needful for the 250,000 young men whom they controlled. It was
rather thought that healthful work and good scenery would be ample fare for enrollees.”® Critics
objected to the hours of manual labor without mandatory educational programs, prompting a
policy adjustment towards officially encouraging self-improvement activities such as vocational
fraining courses or night classes. In November 1933, Roosevelt instituted a nationwide CCC
education service, replacing the original scheme leaving educational activities under the direction
of individual camp commanders. At their insistence, the Army camp commanders retained
control of the content of the educational offerings and attendance remained voluntary. The
courses varied greatly by camp, ranging from “wood chopping to empirical philosophy” and
approximately evenly divided between vocational and academic offerings.'® Officials took great
pains to publicize the variety of enrichment activities available to motivated enrollees, a practice
evident in the Washington-area camps.

Creation of the work camps and a management structure proceeded rapidly afler the ECW
Act was passed on March 31, 1933. An Advisory Council including the director and
representatives from the Labor, War, Interior, and Agriculture departments met on April 3rd.
NPS Director Horace Albright was the Department of the Interior representative.
Recommendations from this initial meeting were codified in Executive Order No. 6101, issued
on April 5, 1933. This order officially established the Civilian Conservation Corps. At first the
Army’s role was to be restricted to transporting the enrollees to camps built and run by the
technical agencies. However it quickly became apparent that only the Army had the organization
m place to meet the goal of establishing approximately 1,300 camps by July 1. The solution
would be an expedient, but sometimes awkward division of authority within the camp between
the Army commander and the technical agency superintendent. According to Salmond, “the
Army accepted its expanded assignment without great enthusiasm, yet resigned itself to the fact

YE A Silcox, “Our Adventure in Conservation,” The Atlantic Monthiy (December 1937): 720.
BHolland and Hill, 23.
'®salmond, 47-53.
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that it was the only agency capable of accomplishing the task ahead.”™’ One Army captain
recalled “far indeed is the cry from handling well-settled Regular Army men to handling
undisciplined, habitually unemployed youngsters. But this was the job thrown at our Regulars
last spring. The Army, unenthusiastic but undismayed, grappled promptly with three times its
own strength.”® Quick mobilization was aided by the existing bureaucratic structure of nine
regional corps areas; the Washington, DC region was included in the Third Corps, with a
headquarters in Baltimore. The first CCC camp in the country was established by the Forest
Service on April 17, 1933 in George Washington National Forest near Luray, Virginia and
named Camp Roosevelt."”

The National Park Service and the CCC

Given the emphasis on forest conservation, the CCC program offered an unprecedented
opportunity to the agencies tasked with management of wilderness areas, particularly the
National Park Service {Department of the Interior} and the Forest Service (Department of
Agriculture). In 1933, three-quarters of the new CCC camps were in state and national forest
areas.”” NPS Chief of Public Relations Isabelle Story wrote a booklet in 1933, The National
Parks and Emergency Conservation, just as the Service was beginning to expand its activities
with New Deal funding. The NPS had only twenty-two parks and forty monuments when she
wrote this account, but the array of activities was impressive and indicative of the major
expansion just about to occur. A growing contingent of landscape architects was on hand to
guide the development of park roads, trails, and buildings by the CCC and other programs. Even
at this early stage (as of June 15, 1933), sixty-five camps had been established in the national
parks and monuments and the NPS managed another 111 camps in the military parks, and state,
county, and metropolitan parks. Story described the NPS approach as “conservation for
complete preservation” in contrast to “conservation for use” by the Forest Service.*

In general the New Deal emergency work relief programs such as the CCC, Public Works
Administration (PWA), Works Progress Administration (WPA), and Federal Emergency Relief
Administration (FERA) provided a massive infusion of personnel and funds to accomplish long-
term development projects that had been previously contemplated for the parks, but unfunded.
Between 1933 and 1940 the NPS received approximately $218 million for emergency
conservation projects, almost double the regular appropriations of $132 million during the same
period.” The Park Service was also instrumental in the Recreational Demonstration Area (RDA)
program, which reclaimed barren farmland near metropolitan areas as organized camps and

g almond, 32-33.

" Captain X, 48788,

YStan B. Cohen, The Tree Army: A Pictorial History of the Civilian Conservation Corps, 1933-1942. (Missoula,
MT: Pictorial Histories Publishing Co., 198(), 9.

*°Hill and Holland, 25.

sabelle F. Story, The National Pavks and Emergency Conservation. (Washington, DC: U.S. Department of the
Interior, 1933), on-line version accessed at http:/www.cr.nps.gov/history/online_books/ecw.

22Unrau and Williss, Chapter 3, Introduction, 1.
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recreational areas for city-dwellers. Typical facilities included picnic groves, cabin and tent
camping sites, hiking trails, and constructed lakes. Assistant Director Conrad Wirth began
promoting the RDA program in 1934 as a representative on a presidential land planning
committee. The Federal Surplus Relief Admimistration purchased the land and the Park Service
supervised conversion into park and recreation areas. In 19335, the land acquisition function was
transferred to the Resettlement Administration of the Department of Agriculture. Executive
Order 7496 on November 14, 1936 transferred the entire program to the National Park Service.
Eventually forty-six demonstration areas were established, many later becoming state or local
parks.” RDAs near Washington, DC were Chompawamsic, Virginia (now Prince William
Forest Park) and Catoctin, Maryland (now Catoctin Mountain Park and Cunningham Falls State
Park), both within an hour drive of the city. This program also included “waysides” or picnic
areas along main highways, imcluding examples in Virginia such as Stafford Wayside. By June
1939, nearly 375,000 acres had been acquired by NPS for the Recreational Demonstration Area
program, providing sixty organized camps and numerous picnic facilities. Director Cammerer
enthusiastically promoted the program’s accomplishments in a memorandum dated September

18, 1939:

These areas were purchased and developed for the purpose of demonstrating a
better type of land use and to provide recreational facilities where in many cases
there existed great deficiencies in such facilities. Today the majority ofthese
areas represent a most effective demonstration in better land use. Theyhave had
considerable effect upon local economy. . . . they have made possible outdoor
recreational opportunities to hundreds of thousands of people who would not have
had such experiences had it not been for these areas and facilities*

The activities of the CCC at the Washington-area RDAs will be discussed in more detail below.

The availability of emergency funding and relief labor also coincided with a major
expansion of the NPS’s responsibilities in 1933. Executive Order No. 6166, issued June 10,
1933, transferred all of the national military parks, battlefield sites, and national monuments
administered by the War Department or the Department of Agnculture to the National Park
Service. The number of NPS park units increased from sixty-seven to 137, including a nearly
fourfold increase in the number of historical areas.” This transfer included the National Capital
Parks in the Washington, DC region, such as the National Mall, Rock Creek Park, George
Washington Memorial Parkway, and the Custis-Lee Mansion {Arlington House}, in addition to
sixty other miscellaneous memorials, monuments, and structures around the city (See Map 4 for
an illustration of CCC work along the George Washington Parkway). Since 1925 these sites had
been the responsibility of the Office of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National Capital,

BSellars, 135. See also Unrau and Williss, Chapter 4, Section . Recreational D emonstration Areas.
24Quoted in Unrau and Williss, Chapter 4, Section [. Recreational Demonstration Areas, 6.
25Unrau and Williss, Chapter 2, Section C, Reorganization of 1933, 8.
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an independent Executive Branch office that acquired many of these sites from the War
Department*® According to an administrative history of the NPS in the 1930s:

Important as it was in terms of numbers, the impact of Executive Order 6166
cannot be discussed in terms of size alone, for the location and diversity of the
areas was just as important. Inclusion of the National Capital Parks brought the
National Park Service into metropolitan urban parks. George Washington
Memorial Parkway represented a new type of wnit in the National Park System,
one which was predominantly neither historical nor natural, but recreational*’

The CCC activities in the National Capital Region emerged from this expansion and represented
a new direction towards development of recreational amenities in urban areas for the NPS.
During the years between 1934 and 1939, the addition of seven natural, seventeen historical, and
six recreational areas would further expand the National Park Service’s responsibilities. In the
Washington area, these included Chesapeake and Chio Canal (September 23, 1938), Catoctin
Mountain Park (October 13, 1936), and Prince William Forest Park (November 14, 1936).*
Another New Deal program, the Civil Works Administration (CWA) employed 1,429 workers
under the National Capital Parks project between November 28, 1933 and April 28, 1934 to build
swimming pools, landscape park areas, improve roads and paths, and plant trees and shrubs.?

Given the growth of historical areas and acquisition of non-wilderness sites, the National
Park Service did not restrict CCC camp projects to forest conservation. Often even in wilderness
areas, the camps were responsible for creating a recreational infrastructure of trails, cabins, picnic
groves, and other amenities. In Preserving Nature in the National Parks, Richard Sellars
assesses the New Deal legacy to the NPS:

Overall, the National Park Service responded eagerly to the variety of New Deal
opportunities in national recreational planning and development, as well as in the
expansion of historical programs....the Service pursued very seriously -and very
idealistically- the development of national, state, and local parks. Its assistance to
the nation’s park systems and 1ts nationwide surveys and planning laid the
foundation for expanding recreational opportunities throughout the country - a
contribution that later generations would find easy to forget or take for granted.*

Sellars identifies a growing tendency to embrace recreational development of natural areas, rather

26Unrau and Williss, Chapter 1, Section E, National Capital Parks, 1.

Unrau and Williss, Chapter 2, Section C Reorganization of 1933, 8.

2Unrau and Williss, Chapter 2, Section D Additional Areas, 193439, 1, note 118.

**Unrau and Williss, Chapter 3, Section C. Civil Works Administration, 1.

**Richard W est Sellars. Preserving Nature in the National Parks: A History. (New Haven: Y ale University Press,
1997y, 139-40.
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than strict study and conservation, during the 1930s. The CCC activities in the National Capital
Region represent a major effort to expand existing facilities and create new recreational areas. In
general the CCC-related projects in the National Parks would develop the first generation of
recreational infrastructure, an effort that would not be equaled until the Mission 66 improvement
campaign of 1956-66.

Existing master plans and other planned efforts for national parks, military parks, and
monuments were used to quickly develop a list of projects for the mobilization of the CCC
camps. Similar information was solicited for the state parks program administered for the NPS
by Conrad Wirth. The types of work approved by Fechner and the CCC for NPS camps in state
parks reflected a belief in creating an expanded recreational infrastructure as an integral part of
forest conservation. Approved types of work included construction and repair of structures,
picnic ground facilities, bridges, water supply and sewer systems, park roads, dams, and fire
towers. National Park Service oversight of the state park and other local CCC camps resulted in
a relatively uniform approach to these projects. The Washington Office of the planning or
forestry division ultimately controlled approval for any project. In his administrative history of
the National Park Service and the CCC, John Paige described their oversight duties as
“defin[ing] limits on certain projects according to type of work, funds to be expended on
structures and equipment, need for skilled labor, and impact on park land.””" The NPS
superintendent was responsible for overseeing the progress of the ECW camps m his park; in
addition he was sometimes assigned to supervise nearby camps working outside of'park
boundaries. His staff prepared work plans and progress reports that were sent to Washington.
The state park-based camps were administered from NPS district offices established in
Washington, Indianapolis, Denver, and San Francisco during 1933. During this period, the
National Park Service emerged as a key leader in park and recreational development for both
federal and state lands.*

The impact of the NPS on park development extended to the design and construction of
facilities for the new park and recreational areas. A rustic aesthetic adapted from earlier park
architecture and suited to labor-intensive construction methods emerged as typical of New Deal
construction in the National Parks. The use of rough hewn logs, rubble stone, and whimsical
naturalistic details was intended to mitigate the presence of new structures and amenities in
parks. This approach was compiled into Park and Recreation Structures, a three-volume 1938
publication prepared by Albert Good, a landscape architect in the Washington office. This book
was an outgrowth of Good’s original one volume 1935 edition published with Civilian
Conservation Corps funding. It is the classic source book for the rustic architecture that
characterized park development during the New Deal. The three sections provided examples and
simple construction details for “Administration and Basic Service Facilities,” “Recreational and

Hohn C. P alge, The Civilian Conservation Corps and the National Park Service, 1933-42: An Administrative
History. {Washington, D.C.: National Park Service, Department of the Interior, 1985),39.
Zpaige, 4041.
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Cultural Facilities,” and “Overnight and Organized Camping Facilities.” According to Unrau
and Williss:

Each volume discussed structural undertakings appropriate to natural park and
recreational area environments, both in the national and state park systems,
complete with drawings, plans, and photographs. The volumes were designed to
provide data to the many persons involved in ECW and public works projects who
had little expertise in constructing park facilities.”

The rustic aesthetic codified in Park and Recreation Structures characterized the work of many
New Deal-funded construction programs including the Civilian Conservation Corps and the
Works Progress Administration.

While WPA funds employed both unskilled and skilled labor, depending on current relief
regulations, most CCC enrollees would ammive at the camp lacking consfruction experience. In
1935, the U.S. Department of the Interior Office of Education prepared a series of fifteen
vocational manuals designed for use by camp educational advisors, company commanders, or
other CCC instructors. Ideally the enrollees would learn proper techniques to complete their
immediate duties and gain the long-term vocational benefits of new skills. Many of the topics
covered in the series were relevant to construction projects, such as carpentry, concrete
construction, house wiring, plane surveying, elementary masonry and bricklaying, and
mechanical drawing. Manuals were also available on agriculture, automobile repairing,
automotive electncity, cooking, conservation of natural resources, forestry, photography, radio
servicing, and soil conservation, all areas where CCC enrollees could have the opportunity to
gain and utilize practical experience. In 1936, James Hart, a CCC foreman from lthaca, New
York published Practical Construction Methods for the C.C.C. Enrollee. Although released by a
private publisher, an editorial board of NPS officials advised on its content and endorsed its use
for enrollee study. In addition to many of the construction topics covered in the vocational
education series, Hart’s book included information on excavation, waterproofing, plastering, and
painting. >

Between 1937-41, the Department of the Interior also 1ssued a series of mimeographed
“project training” manuals. These manuals were also intended as how-to guides for National
Park Service projects and as textbooks for educational programs. While covering many of the
same topics as the earlier series, the “P.T. series” also included booklets covering other areas
relevant to NPS CCC projects such as construction of trails, signs and markers, lawns,

33Unrau and Williss, Ch. 4, Section F. National Park Service Activities Relating to Park, Parkway, and Recr eational-
Area Study, 1936-1941, 2.

34Copies of selected vocational series guides were available in RG 4 - Civilian Conservation Corps, National Park
Service History Collection, Anthony Hall Library and Archives, Harpers Ferry, WV ; James W . Hart, Practical
Construction Methods for the CCC Enrollee. (Ithaca, N.Y.: The Cayuga Press, 1936).
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construction of relief models, and landscape conservation. The series also included several
booklets about job training methods and philosophy with titles such as “Job Training is a
Business Proposition,” and “Responsibility for Job Training.” Clearly this material would have
educational value for technical service supervisors and motivated enrollees, but the main purpose
of all of these efforts seemed to be providing the CCC work crews with the basic techniques and
vocabulary to do their jobs effectively.*

Typical Organization and Administration of National Park Service CCC Camps

The number of camps under the supervision of the National Park Service varied
throughout the life of the CCC program. The location and duration of CCC camps in the
Washington area was the combined result of work project needs and the ebb and flow of ECW
funding. Park Service employees oversaw CCC camps in NPS areas as well as those in state,
county, and municipal park and recreation areas. Dunng the enrollment period from October 1,
1934 to March 31, 1935 there were 79 camps in NPS areas and 293 in related state and other
areas. During fiscal year 1938 “the Park Service had technical supervision over 52,600 CCC
enrollees in 324 camps, down from 444 camps in operation during the preceding year.””® The
rules vaned during the program, but generally enrollees were eligible for two years, or four six-
month enrollment periods. Project funding was also divided into six-month enmollment periods,
giving the entire operation a purposely temporary character. There was discussion of establishing
the CCC on a permanent basis during 1937, but the new Civilian Conservation Corps legislation
simply extended the program formerly under the ECW for three more years.

After the Labor Department, working through local relief agencies, selected and assigned
the enrollees, they traveled to the CCC camp location. The War Department organized this
transportation and procured and distributed uniforms and other supplies. Each camp had a
military commander, usually a captain or first lieutenant in the Regular Army or Army Reserve.
Since the vast majority of these commanders were college-educated reservists (97 percent by
1936) rather than full-time military men, the military command on the CCC camps was
somewhat tempered by civilian influences. This commander was responsible for creation and
operation of the camp itself, including its construction, personnel administration and discipline,
and enrollees services such as mess and first aid. He was assisted by a few younger officers,
usually serving as quartermaster, medical officer, and/or finance officer, and leaders selected
from among the enrollees. The military persomnel at each camp worked through the supply
system and chain of command in their corps area; the Washington region was part of the Third
Corps, headquartered in Baltimore. The Army commander could assign groups of enrollees to
assist with any of these tasks. This practice sometimes caused friction between the military
commanders and NPS project supervisors regarding the most effective use of enrollee labor.*

35Copies of selected project training series guides were available in RG 4, Harpers Ferry, WV,
*®Unrau and Williss, Chapter 3, Section A, 5, 7.
*’Salmond, 85-86.
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A National Park Service project superintendent in each camp coordinated the work
projects, including equipment and technical assistance. The ideal field organization included,
under the project superintendent, an engineer, technical forester, landscape architect, and various
wildlife and historical technicians. Monthly pay varied from up to $187 for superintendents to
$115 for foremen. Foresters, engineers, and landscape architects were paid up to $212 a month
and historical technicians up to $170. The company of enrollees was divided into sections and
subsections, each led by one of these men and performing its own particular function. In 1939
the Park Service was directed to reduce the number of supervisory personnel involved with CCC
work. In order to avoid losing the ability to complete work projects, Wirth created regional
office central service units to handle design and technical matters, thereby abolishing these
positions within individual camps. Regardless, many professionals were hired by the Park
Service as a result of emergency relief funding, aiding the expansion of the its duties. This
number peaked in 1935 with nearly 7,500 employees supporting the work of the camps.™

In addition fo the military officers, Park Service supervisors and technicians, and the
enrollees, the camps also included older, more experienced workers from the surrounding
vicinity, or Local Experienced Men (L.E.M.). The L.E.M.s acted as assistants to the technical
supervisors, particularly when they were experienced woodsmen supervising the green enrollees.
This practice both aided the actual work projects and overall acceptance of the ECW program.
An April 1933 letter to Roosevelt from the ECW Advisory Council and officials stated *it 1s
clearly impossible to import into forest regions non-residents even from within the same state,
and have peace there unless local unemployed laborers, accustomed to making their living in the
woods in that very place are given fair consideration as concerns their own means of
livelihood.”*® The initial recommendation to increase the enrollment to include nearly 25,000
such men was approved by the President. The technical agencies such as the NPS and the Forest
Service benefitted from the extra supervisory help and this move helped gamer support for the
CCC in the areas where the camps were mobilized.

The enrollees were grouped into companies that varied in standard size from 150 to 200
men. The exact rules for eligibility varied slightly throughout the program, but generally the
enrollees were unmarried men between the agesof 18 and 22 whose families were on the public
relief rolls.*® In addition, the selection agent was looking for U.S. citizens who were not
attending school, in good physical condition, not on probation or parole, and willing to allot a
portion of their earnings to their families. As the program evolved from a strictly work relief to a
job training agency, agents also were to look for enrollees of good character, as defined by less
specific critena such as “matunty, dependability, mental alertness, and interest in the Cops as a

38Salrnond, 87; Memorandum, “Supervisory Positions to be Filled in National Park Service in Connection with
Emergency Conservation Work,” (2 June 1933), Box 3, Entry 38, RG 79, NARA; Paige, 27-28, 45.

*Quoted in Salmond, 35.

*5almond, 30.
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work and training opportunity.”™' When one sample of enrollees was asked why they enrolled in
the CCC, the most frequent responses were wanting to help family and tired of having nothing to
do.* Many came from urban or metropolitan areas with high unemployment rates and had little
experience with camp conditions and outdoor labor. The general rule is that enrollees were sent
to a camp about 200 miles from home - too far for weekly visits, but close enough for monthly
leave. One synopsis of the “typical enrollee” went so far as to describe a young man between 17
and 18 years old, 145 pounds, and five feet, eight inches tall, from a household of six children
with no telephone, refrigerator, or running water.” Most of the enrollees at the Washington area
camps were from the Mid-Atlantic or upper Southern states.

The CCC included African-American enrollees who were typically placed in segregated
camps, although small numbers of black enrollees were integrated into some camps. Segregation
was practiced in the Washington, DC area, with three camps for black enrollees - one at the
National Arboretum and two at the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal. Approximately ten percent of
the Corps enrollees were black, a disproportionately small percentage when compared with the
relief needs.™ The preexisting widespread poverty in the Afiican-American community made it
especially vulnerable to the Depression and in need of the opportunities offered by the CCC.
According to Salmond, “in 1933 [African-American] unemployment rates were double the
national average, and more than two million [African Americans] were on relief, twice as many
as there should have been in terms of national population figures.™ Despite the clause in the
ECW Act specifying that eligibility would not be limited by race or creed, reports began to reach
Washington, DC that selection agents were excluding African-Amencan applicants n
desperately poor areas of the South. After considerable pressure, local officials in states such as
Georgia, Florida, and Mississippi enrolled a token number of black youths.

The ECW leadership also had to contend with the fact that black camps were not
welcome in most localities. These complaints came from all over the country, despite Fechner’s
insistence that there had not been “one single case where the conduct of Negro enrollees in the
CCC camps had disturbed the peace and quiet of any community.”™® He tried to quell fears by
instituting a rule that black enrollees would not be transported outside of their home state (a rule
not al ways followed ) and their camp locations would be approved by the state’s governor. If
protest persisted, Fechner would relocate the camp to an Army reservation or cancel it. In
October 1934, Fechner received a petition from a group of Washington residents protesting the
establishment of a black camp “near a residential area where ‘women are left alone.”™’ This

Holland and Hill, 48.
“Holland and Hill, 47.
BHolland and Hill, 58.

44C0]e, 14. Cole’s study focuses on the African American CCC experience in California.
*galmond, 88.

“6Quoted in Salmond, 93.

bid.
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letter probably refers to the first “colored” camp in the DC area at the National Arboretum, a
large agricultural reserve located adjacent to a residential neighborhood in Northeast
Washington, DC. Quotas limiting the number of black enrollees continued to restrict the
participation of African Americans, but those that did successfully participate tended to stay an
average of fifteen months, compared to ten months for white enrollees.*®

Physically, the typical CCC camp was a neat, but modest assemblage of wood structures.
Often the first phase of occupation required the enrollees to live in Army tents while simple
wood barracks, mess halls, and other structures were erected. Army procedures for construction,
sanitary requirements and camp layout were prevalent, while the actual labor often came from the
enrollees themselves. While not strictly standardized, the construction and arrangement of
structures was generally similar from camp to camp. Camps had four or five barrack buildings,
each 100 feet long by twenty feet wide. Other typical buildings included a mess hall, recreation
hall, administration building, officers’ quarters, first aid/hospital building, and a garage. These
buildings were usually arranged in a U shape around a grassy area and covered with tar paper or
coated with creosote. The buildings had rudimentary electric lighting. Earlier structures used
heavier cuts of wood, often cedar and were referred to the Amy records as being of “rigid”
construction. In 1936, Fechner decided that all future CCC camps would be built with pre-cut
lumber and designed for portability. He further standardized the camp buildings to four barracks,
one mess hall, one schoolhouse, bathhouses, one latrine block, and twelve officers’ and service
buildings. Enrollees often added gravel paths between the buildings, built rustic gates and
fences, and created amenities for the camp such as swimming pools, gardens, and fireplaces.* In
October 1939, “revised Standard Plan No. 1 for Civilian Conservation Corps camps”™ was
modified to allow for a fifth barracks. The revised memorandum informed all of the cooperating
agencies:

The standard plan adequately provides for the normal requirements of any camp
and there 1s no authority to supplement the camp with other buildings, or
supplement the specifications of the buildings as approved except in unusual cases
for which it is necessary to obtain the Director’s specific approval in each case. If
any additional buildings are required by the Technical Service within the camp
area, they will be constructed by the Army from Technical Service funds.
Salvaged lumber from existing rigid buildings may be used to erect rigid building

48Sa1mond, 101, note 56. Other enrollee categories included American Indians and veterans. American Indian CCC
camps were run by the Office of Indian Affairs on reservations. Veterans were selected by the Veterans
Administration and worked in camps run by various agencies. These older men were grouped in separate companies
from the youth enrollees. Their inclusion in the CCC was enacted by Executive Order 6129 on May 11, 1933, See
Salmond, 33,35-36.

*Salmond, 136.
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m excess to those authorized in the approved standard camp, provided the
Director’s approval has been obtained for the extra buildings.”

The Washington-area camps will be described in more detail below.

CCC Camps in the National Capital Parks - Enhancing Parks and Parkways
Camp NP-6-VA - Fort Hunt, Virginia

The first Civilian Conservation Corps camp established for the National Capital Parks
was Camp NP-6-VA at Fort Hunt in Virginia. This camp was active from October 15, 1933 (2%
enrollment period) until September 30, 1941 (17® enrollment period). Its status then was
changed to civil defense camp NP (D)-6 until March 1942, The camp first housed Company No.
1241 consisting of enrollees from New York and Virginia. The Camp Commander was Captain
E. C. Marshall (U.S. Army Reserve) and the NPS Superintendent was R. W. Martin. In August
1935, a group of enrollees from Pennsylvania, Company No. 2339, came to Fort Hunt, enlarging
the work force at the camp. In October 1937, Company No. 2387 replaced Company No. 1241.
Located along the edge of the new George Washington Memorial Parkway at the site of a former
military installation, this camp was indicative of both the links between military sites and CCC
camps and the typical recreational projects of a metropolitan area-based camp. Camp NP-6-VA
1s also one of the best documented of the National Capital Parks CCC camps and so provides a
useful case study.”

Fort Hunt 1s located on a bluff near the Potomac River and Mount Vernon. The former
farm land became a Coastal Defense fortification in 1893. The post was operational during the
Spanish American War in 1898, Structures included gun emplacements, officers’ quarters, and
barracks. The post was officially named “Fort Hunt” on April 13, 1899. The U.S. Army
declared Fort Hunt surplus in 1924 and the post was abandoned for four years. From 1928 until
1931, the Army stationed the 16™ Infantry Brigade there. From 1929 until 1932, the Mount
Vermon Memorial Highway (later George Washington Memorial Parkway) was built through the
eastern side of Fort Hunt. Fort Hunt was transferred to the National Park Service in 1933, as part
of Executive Order 6166 reorganizing administration of the National Mall and memorials under
the National Capital Parks, as well as other former War Department property now considered of
historic or recreational importance.™

SDMemorandum, “Camp Building Construction,” (21 October 1939), Box 1, Entry 63, RG 79, NARA.

!Narrative Report for April 1, 1935 to September 30, 1935, E.CW. Camp N .P. #6, C. §. Watson, Superinte ndent to
Director, National Park Service, (1 October 1935), Box 12, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA. See also Matthew R. Laind.
“By the River Potomac”: An Historic Resource Study of Fort Hunt Park, George Washington Memorial Parkway,
Mount Vernon, Virginia (August 2000).

52Kay Fanning, “Fort Hunt - George Washington Memorial Parkway, Cultural Landscapes Inventory,” National Park
Service, (draft - 2001), Part 1, 13-14.
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The CCC camp structures occupied the same area as the former military post, with the
concrete bunkers, a frame hospital, and a few officers’ quarters surviving from the Army period.
At first the members of Company No. 1241 lived in tents and the remaining Army structures. A
September 30, 1935 site plan shows the coexistence of former Army, CCC camp, and CCC
picnic area projects at Fort Hunt.** Picnic areas 1-3, with their associated parking area, trails, and
latrines are shown at the southeastern edge of the site near the parkway. The four gun batteries
are roughly lined up across to the top of the bluff. Just north of the batteries a baseball field was
located on the former parade grounds. Many of the remaining Army structures were located east
and north of the former parade grounds. The old hospital, now labeled infirmary, was located at
the east end. In addition to the ball field, this plan shows other recreational facilities for the
enrollees, including a tennis court and swimming pool. Superintendent Watson reported on
October 1, 1935 that a “new camp is being erected on the grounds at Fort Hunt.”®* This change
followed the transfer of a Pennsylvania company to replace the group of Virginia enrollees at
Camp NP-6-VA. By October 1935, eighteen new CCC buildings stood at Fort Hunt. Many of
structures had coal stoves, sewer and water connections, and wiring for electncity. Only two of
these were considered of permanent construction - the frame officers’ mess and a small brick oil
house.**

Another site plan from February 1938 shows a series of CCC buildings arranged roughly
in a U-shape at the west end of the former parade grounds (Figure 1).** Four long, rectangular
barracks were arranged with their short ends facing the common area in the center. The kitchen
and mess building was situated across the west end of the grouping. A fewer smaller buildings,
an officers’ mess, and a first aid building completed the ensemble. Other buildings at Fort Hunt
scattered around the irregular grid of roads were a CCC headquarters building, blacksmith shop,
Army headquarters, motor repair shop, tool and equipment house, and model building shop.

Photographs of the camp illustrate the wood frame structures typical of CCC camp
construction {Figure 2). The barracks were long rectangular structures with doorways on the
short gable end. Wood steps led up to the double doors, with the entire structure raised on wood
posts with lattice covering the openings between the sill and the ground. The barracks were
sheathed with thin clapboards on the exterior and had single-sash, nine-light windows that tilted
inward when opened. Exterior views also indicate electrical wires connected to the peak of the
gable and embellishments to the basic structure, such as window boxes and signs with the same
profile as those used on the George Washington Parkway. Photographs from 1940 also indicate

3gite plan, “Picnic Area atFort Hunt,” (30 September 1935), Box 12, Entry 42, Record Growp 79, NARA.
*Narrative Report for April 1, 193 5 to September 30, 1935, E.CW. Camp N .P. #6, C. §. Watson, Superintendent to
Director, National Park Service, {1 October 1935), Box 12, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.

55Kay Fanning, “Fort Hunt - George Washington Memorial Parkway, Cultural Landscapes Inventory,” National Park
Service, (draft- 2001), Part 2, 2-3; Laird, 75-77.

*®Blectrical Distribution Systerm Changes, Fort Hunt, VA, Branch of Engineering, National Park Service, {(1938),
File No. 117.6-23, TIC, Denver Service Center.
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site improvements, such as brick pathways, young trees, and shrubs (Figure 3}. Interior views of
the Fort Hunt bamracks illustrate that these spaces were unfinished, with exposed trusses and thin
panels between the visible studs (Fgure 4). The enrollees slept on metal Army cofs. Simple
wood cupboards for personal items were hung along the walls between the tilt-in windows.
Uniforms and other clothing were hung on closet poles suspended between pairs of cupboards.
The boys had Army-issued bedding and stored their shoes underneath their cots.”’

The recreational activities of the Fort Hunt enrollees are also well-documented.
Photographs of “camp life” from 1940 show enrollees in the recreation/library building, reading,
writing letters, or playing board games (Figure 5). The structure had an interior similar to the
barracks, with exposed studs and tilt-in single-sash windows. Like many CCC camps, Fort Hunt
enrollees participated in organized sports, including basketball and baseball teams for inter-camp
play. The Fort Hunt baseball team won the CCC league championship in 1936. A concrete
swimming pool, built by the enrollees, provided another popular activity at Camp NP-6-VA.*

Like many CCC camps, the enrollees prepared camp newspapers. An microfiche copy of
several Pofomac Postissues is available at George Washington Memorial Parkway headquarters.
Published by Company No. 2339 at Camp NP-6-VA during March 1936, these issues offer an
interesting snapshot of the activities and personnel at the Fort Hunt camp. The Army
Commander was Captain K. M. Uglow, assisted by Adjutant Lt. John B. Sponsler, Exchange
Officer Lt. Roy E. Rountree, and Camp Surgeon Lt. Wesley Fry. John Watt was the educational
advisor, C. S. Watson NPS project superintendent, and Mr. Macy superintendent of the Model
Department. The newspapers talks about enrollees visiting Mount Vernon, a recent fifteen-inch
snowfall, the upcoming baseball season, flood emergency response, and the demolition of several
“0Old Fort Hunt™ buildings. Improvements to the recreational offerings are discussed, including
redoing the floors and building new furniture for the recreational hall, plans for a barbeque, and
hosting a dance. A March 1938 inspection report favorably described the recreational options at
Fort Hunt:

This camp is exceptionally favored with opportunities for athletic activities and
outlets. There is an excellent ball field, fine tennis court, facilities for the playing
of badminton, croquet, horseshoes, softball and volleyball. There is also an
exceptional swimming pool within the camp grounds. The recreation hall
provides pool tables, ping pong, checkers, card tables, reading room.*

57'Photographs showing Camp NP-6-VA structures and camp life are in Boxes 3,28, 29, and 38, Record Group 35-G,
Photographs of CCC Activities, taken by Walter J. Mead, 1937 and 1940-42 | and Folder 6, Box 1, Record Group
79-CCC, Emergency Conservation Work (CCC) Projects, 1934-37, Still Pictures Branch, NARA.

58Pho‘mgraphs showing recreational activities and camp life at Fort Hunt are in Boxes 3 and 28, Record Group 35-G,
Photographs of CCC Activities, taken by Walter J. Mead, 1937 and 1940-42, and Folder 6, Box 1, Record Group 79-
CCC, Emergency Conservation Work (CCC)Projects, 1934-37, Still Pictures Branch, NARA.

FPatrick J. King, Special Investigator, Supplementary Report - Company 2387, Camp NP-6, Fort Hunt, Virginia, (9
March 1938),Box 222, RG35, NARA.
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Also, a diverse list of classes were offered to the enrollees, such as American history, arithmetic,
auto repairing, biology, dancing, drawing, first aid, house wiring, journalism, literacy, group
singing, tree surgery, orchestra, radio, typewriting, and political science.

The Fort Hunt CCC companies completed a variety of work projects between 1933 and
1941. Fort Hunt was both the location of the CCC camp and the site of its most extensive
project. The Camp NP-6-VA enrollees began the process of redeveloping the former military
installation into a roadside recreation area. As planned, the project included six picnic areas,
complete with rustic tables and fireplaces, comfort stations, parking areas, hiking paths, and a
constructed lake (lake plans dated January 1936). The site plan for the Fort Hunt Picnic Area
was developed by landscape architects with the NPS Eastern Branch of Plans and Design in May
1935 (Figure 6). In the plans, Picnic Areas 1-3 were clustered at the center of the site and
interspersed among a series of looping trails with log foot bridges. Each picnic area had a
parking area with twenty spaces along the edge of the access road. Two comfort stations were
planned for this area. Work was begun, but later abandoned, to create a constructed lake between
picnic areas 1, 2, and 3.%° A meadow area separated these wooded picnic groves from similady
wooded sites for picnic areas 4 and 5. One comfort station was to be located at the edge of the
meadow between area 4 and area 5. Slightly larger parking areas located at the end of two small
loop roads indicate that these picnic areas were planned for larger, organized groups while the
others were more suitable for families. Picnic Area 6 was smallest, located in a grove of trees
adjacent to the gun batteries and featuring a five car lot along the access road.

Photographs of the completed picnic areas show signs pointing the way to “Tables” or
“Picnic Area,” constructed of an approximately six-foot section of log lying horizontally on the
ground, still covered with bark except for a burnished cut used to create a surface forthe white
letters {Figure 7). Rustic log rails lined the parking areas. Cooking fireplaces in the picnic area
were constructed of rough-hewn stone lined with fire brick and supporting a metal grate (Figure
8). These fireplaces were partially recessed into the ground and built according to plans later
published in the booklet “Camp Stove Details” (Figure 9).%'

In addition to the work at Fort Hunt itself, Camp NP-6-VA enrollees did a variety of
projects in locations along the George Washington Parkway between Fort Hunt and Arlington.
During the second CCC enrollment period from November 14, 1933 until March 31, 1934,

60Photographs in Folder 6, RG79-CCC, §till Pictures Branch, N ARA show the site of the lake and excavation in
progress with steam shovel and by hand. A plan of “Lagoon in Picnic Area, Fort Hunt, VA” (January 9, 1936), is
located in the Technical Information Center (TIC), Denver Service Center, National Park Service. This plan also
was prepared by the Eastern Division, Branch of Plans and Designs.

6]Photographs, in Folder 6, Box 1, RG79-CCC, Still Pictures Branch, NARA show details of the completed Fort
Hunt picnic areas. See also Camp Stove Defails. (Washington, D. C.: National Park Service, U. S. Department of
the Interior, 1939), Type 1. RG 4, Civilian Conservation Corps, National Park Service Library, Harpers Ferry.
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superintendent R. W. Martin submitted a progress report that provides insight into the execution
of projects. A crew of about fifteen boys pruned trees along the “Boulevard” from Mount
Vemnon to Alexandria, under the supervision of Mr. Ellsworth, a local enrollee who was
considered “very efficient and capable on tree work.” Another crew supervised by “Cultural
Foremen” James Sparks and Palmer Kidwell cleared shrubs and debris along the same area. The
resulting 100 loads of firewood were donated to the Welfare Society in Alexandria. When the
roadside clean-up project was complete, they began supervising work on demolishing the Norton
Plant, a reinforced concrete factory building along the waterfront. Material from the demolition
was reused as erosion confrol in gullies along the “Boulevard” and waterfront. A detail of
enrollees working 3,059 “man days” built an eight-foot-wide bridle path from Memorial Avenue
Bridge (originally called Boundary Channel Bridge) parallel with the parkway for six miles
towards Alexandria. This project included construction of a retaining wall four feet high and 150
feet long, and two ten-foot span bridges. Irvin Ady and Paul Day worked as landscape foremen
supervising this project. Another project was remodeling existing buildings at Fort Hunt to be
used as a National Park Service office and a shop. James Branegan, another LE.M. who
previously was employed as a caretaker at Fort Hunt, supervised clean up and maintenance
around the post. Erosion control of the riverfront included operation of a quarry by Roy Herring
and a local enrollee to supply for stone for rip rap work along the waterfront and for the retaining
wall along the bridle path. Another erosion control crew hauled top soil and planted seed along
the riverfront and was supervised by Gerald O’Brien and Harry Poss, L.E.M.s working as a
“miscellaneous construction foreman” and a “clean-up foreman.” A landscaping detail worked
on cultivating shrubs and small trees near the Columbia Island (now Lady Bird Johnson Park)
end of the parkway. In addition, 1,725 “man days” and 171 “team days” (mule teams) were spent
clearing and plowing 100 acres of Columbia Island. Planting was planned for the next
enrollment period. This mix of ephemeral projects, such as tree pruning and brush cleanng, with
those having more lasting, tangible results, such as the bridle path, seems to be typical of
National Capital Parks CCC crews. The final breakdown reported that 14,423 man days had
been spent on “actual conservation work” compared to 2,555 man days for “camp
housekeeping. ™

Superintendent Martin’s report also mentioned a work category unique to his camp, a
model-making shop. In this first period, a Mr. Macey supervised six enrollees. From November
1933 to November 1938, six to eight museum technicians and twenty enrollees constructed relief
models, museum exhibits and dioramas for various eastern parks. A similar workshop at a CCC
camp in Berkeley, California did work for the western parks.® The model shop at Fort Hunt was

“General Report of ECW Work for Second Enrollment Period, R.W. Martin, Camp Superintendent, Fort Hunt NP-
6-VA, to Director, National Park Service, (9 April 1934), Box 12, Entry 42- Narrative Reports Concerning ECW
(CCC) Projects in National Park Service Areas, 1933-35 , RG 79, NARA. This reports includes a number of
snapshots o f the enrollees at work. A blueprint map annotated with the location o f Fort Hunt work projects in
August 1935 is located in Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.

®Unrau and Williss, Ch3, Section A, 6.
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housed in a one-and-a-half story frame building of more substantial construction than the CCC
barracks. It stood on brick piers, and featured a brick chimmney, double hung windows, and
paimnted clapboards. The original section of this building was probably a renovated Army
structure. In spring of 1935, the CCC boys constructed an annex and enlarged the capacity of the
model shop.* The superintendent’s report described the project as “lengthening of present
model shop to connect with old guard house at Fort Hunt, to accommodate extension of model-
making projects.”™ Also in April 1935, Superintendent Watson reported that “an average of ten
men was assigned to educational work, such as Model Shop, Auto Mechanics, Photo Laboratory
work in National Park, and clerical work on ECW in National Park offices.” An elevation plan
and photographs of the interior of the model shop were included with the October 1, 1935
report.®® Two photographs show model makers working on a geological relief models and
operating power tools (Figures 10 & 11).

While the work remained similar to its initial enrollment period, Camp NP-6-VA
gradually moved on to new projects at Fort Hunt and along the parkway. By mid-1935,
completed projects included work around the Roaches Run Bird Sanctuary, such asa
constructing a concrete parking area with concrete curbing and a log guard rail, a bridle path,
feed storage building, a chain link fence, and removing nuisance water plants (caltrop). A head
gate was consftructed at the culvert leading to the lake at Roaches Run, in order to control the
height of the water. The camp spent 1,584 man days planting 500 trees around Roaches Run,
mcluding Larix occidentalis (western larch), Betula nigra (river birch), and several species of
white ash, willow, dogwood, juniper, and pine. No longer extant, the feed storage building was a
one-story wood frame structure with an asymmetrical gable roof. CCC enrollees also assisted
carpenters from the regular National Capital Parks shops in the construction of a frame cabin for
the game warden at the bird sanctuary. This CCC camp also worked on the ruins of Abingdon,
the Nellie Custis house located in the median of the parkway near Gravelly Point, site of
Washington National Airport. They landscaped the grounds and built a twenty-car parking lot
and a new twenty-foot-long cinder access road with concrete gutters from the parkway to the site
of the ruins. The CCC also built a reproduction well cover “as close as possible to the design of
the well house which was in use when Nellie Custis lived there.”®

$4Folder 6, Box 1, Record Group 79-CCC, Emergency Conservation Work (CCC) Projects, 1934-37, Still Pictures
Branch, NARA.

8 Narrative Report for October 1, 1934 to March 31, 1935, EC.'W. Camp N.P. #6, C. §. Watson, Superintendent to
Director, National Park Service, (1 Apri 1935),Box 12, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.

Narrative Report for April 1, 1935 to September 30, 1935, E.CW. Camp N .P. #6, C. §. Watson, Superinte ndent to
Director, National Park Service, {1 October 1935), Box 12, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.

875 ee Narrative Report for April 1, to June 30, 1934, E.C.'W. Camp N.P. #6, Superintendent to Director, National
Park Service, {5 July 1934), Box 12, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA; Narrative Report for October 1, to December 31,
1934, E.C.'W. Camp N.P. #6, C. S. Watson, Superintendent to Director, National Park Service, (1 January 1935),
Box 12, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA; Narrative Report for October 1, 1934 to March 31, 1935, E.CW. Camp N.P. #6,
C. S. Watson, Superintendent to Director, National Park Service, (1 April 1935), Box 12, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.



CIVILIAN CONSERVATION CORPS ACTIVITIES
IN THE NATIONAL CAPITAL REGION

HABS No. DC-858

(Page 22)

Work also continued with planting and landscaping Columbia Island during 1935 and
shifted to focus more on the picnic grounds redevelopment of Fort Hunt. Superintendent
Watson’s report for April 1 through September 30, 1935 described the work done during 1,946
man days on Columbia Island and other river bank protection:

Approximately 800 tons of rip rap wall was placed along Columbia Island and
600 tons along the banks at River View. I consider this the most useful and
essential work done from this camp as the soil erosion caused by the tides in the
Potomac have been doing extensive damage for years tearing down the banks and
destroying trees. Hundreds of loads of broken concrete and brick bats were
hauled from Washington by contractors and dumped behind our walls along
Columbia Island making this a perfect barrier against future erosion.”

Watson’s account provides an illustration of the emphasis on soil erosion projects by many CCC
camps. Photographs included with the report show enrollees moving wheelbarrows full of rocks
(Figure 12). During this same period, Fort Hunt enrollees built a wood bridge for the bridle path
along the parkway (Figure 13). Work proceeded on clearing paths and creating roads for the Fort
Hunt Picnic areas, utilizing 1,858 man days. The report also mentions employing a carpenter to
construct an oil house, blacksmith shop, and paint storage house at Fort Hunt, using materials
from old buildings on the site.”

A letter from Daniel Cox Fahey, Jr., a landscape architect with National Capital Parks,
illustrates the role of that profession in coordinating the work of the NPS-based CCC camps. In
February 1936, Fahey provided a list of prop osed projects for the upcoming 7* enrollment
period:

Projects 6-1 through and including 6-9 and 6-11-12-13 are for the completion of
the picnic area at Fort Hunt. The necessary plans for this work have been cleared
through the respective Branches and 1t 1s anticipated that the best part of this work
will be completed by the end of the 7th period. Project 6-10 calls for continuation
of the work in the Model Shop. Project 6-14 calls for maintenance of the nursery
at the old Norton Plant. Projects 6-15 and 6-16 are set up for the maintenance of
trees, shrubs and turf along the Mount Vernon Boulevard. Project 6-17 for tree
surgery is set up to take care of the removal of dead wood and treatment of trees
which have been damaged by wind storms, etc. No cavity work 1s planned.
Project 6-18 for the planting of trees and shrubs is requested as a replacement
project of those plants which have died. Projects 6-19-20-21 are for shore

*Narrative Report for April 1, 1935 to September 30, 1935, E.C.W. Camp N .P. #6, C. §. Watson, Superinte ndent to
Director, National Park Service, {1 October 1935), Box 12, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.

%Plans for the Oil Storage House at Fort Hunt (dated 6 March 1937) are located in the TIC collection at Denver
Service Center.
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protection work at points where the bank 1s being undermined by tide action.
Project 6-22 is for two comfort stations to serve picnic area at Fort Hunt. Plans
are in progress for these comfort stations and will be cleared later through the
interested Branches, including the Public Health Service.”

As various work details completed projects, additional work would be planned or new projects
added. More substantial construction such as the Fort Hunt picnic groves and comfort stations
required design input and other expertise from government officials, while simpler projects, such
as tree surgery and erosion control, continued with less official scrutiny:.

The proximity of Camp NP-6-V A to the nation’s capital also brought unusual duties and
experiences. Fort Hunt boys helped create a sandbag dyke to protect the Lincoln Memorial and
other government buildings during the St. Patrick’s Day flood of 1936. In 1937, the CCC boys
were tasked with preparing the site of the old Norton plant, near the present day location of the
Pentagon, for a major Boy Scout Jamboree gathering. They removed debris and laid drainage
pipes to improve sanitary conditions for the Boy Scouts camping in the field. When this event
was complete, the site was converted into a nursery to provide plant material for NPS sites and
CCC projects. Between July 1, 1937 and March 9, 1938, Camp NP-6-VA boys also completed
soil preparation and seeding for approximately 100 acres “in and near Washington, covering
damage done by the Boy Scout Jamboree.”

The camp location and good reputation also attracted visits from foreign dignitaries and
officials curous to see a “typical” CCC camp. One December 13, 1938, former British foreign
secretary and future Prime Minister, the Right Honorable Anthony Eden, M.C., M.P. briefly
toured Fort Hunt while on an unofficial goodwill visit to the United States. On June 6, 1939, the
Fort Hunt enrollees were visited by King George VI and Queen Elizabeth of England, who
inspected the CCC camp and examined a photo display depicting its activities en route back to
Washington from a visit to Mount Vernon. They were accompanied by Eleanor Roosevelt,
Canadian Prime Minister Mackenzie King, CCC Director Robert Fechner, and NPS Director A.
E. Demaray. To commemorate the royal visit, a pair of pin oaks were planted at Fort Hunt; one
of these trees still survives today. The Fort Hunt camp was also visited by the Swedish Minister
of Commerce, Gustave Moller, on June 29, 1939.7

Daniel Cox Fahey Jr., “Justification for 7th Period Projects - Camp NP-6." (25 February 1936), Box 12, Entry 42:
Narrative Repoits Concerning ECW (CCC) Projects in National Park Service Areas, 1933-35, RG79, NARA.

s, Watson, Project Superintendent, Survey of Work Accomplished - Camp NP-6-VA, (9 March 1938), Box 222,
RG 35 - Records of the Civilian Conservation Corps, Archives II.

0n the visiting dignitaries, see Laird, 82-86; Photographs ofthe royal and Swedish visits are located inBox 3,
RG35-GE - Photographs of CCC Activities, 1933-40, 5till Picture Branch, NARA. Additional photographs of the
royal visit are in the N PS Historic Photo Collection, Harpers Ferry Center. The oaks were planted by Dr. Richard St.
Barbe Baker, a forester who helped inspire FDR to create the CCC. Immediately following each stop on the royal
visit, he planted a commemorative tree. One of two ocaks planted at Fort Hunt still stands by the loop road in Area B.
See Fanning report, Part 2b, page 4 of 16.
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As the country moved toward entry into World War II, the Fort Hunt camp was
redesignated a defense camp by the War Department and renamed NP (D)-6-VA. During the
summer of 1941, part of Company No. 2387 worked as a temporary “side” camp completed base
improvement projects at Fort Belvoir. Other enrollees worked to build recreational facilities for
servicemen on leave, including a weekend camp for soldiers visiting Washington at the former
location of Camp NP-8-VA in Arlington. The work included clearing the site of brush and
debris, installing water lines, sewer lines, and septic tanks, and grading for tent sites, officers’
quarters, and concession buildings. The Fort Hunt CCC camp was discontinued in March 1942.
During the war, the Army used the CCC facilities and constructed new infrastructure at Fort Hunt
to house a military base. One of the functions of the fort was to run fop secret operations
including MIS-X, a program providing escape aid to Amerncan POWSs held overseas via coded
correspondence and escape kits disguised as humanitarian aid, and MIS-Y, a Joint Interrogation
Center to obtain intelligence from captured German POWSs. These classified activities precluded
the public recreational use of the Fort Hunt picnic grounds, but this idea was revived by the
National Park Service after it regained control of the site in 1948.7°

Camp NP-7-DC - Benning/Fort Dupont, Washington, DC

The second CCC camp in the Washington area and the first in the city officially opened
on October 23, 1933, also during the second enrollment period. It was located in Fort Dupont
Park in the southeast quadrant of the city, east of the Anacostia River. Camp NP-7-DC was
alternately referred to as Benning, after the neighborhood, or Fort Dupont after the nearby Civil
War-era fortification. Entrances to the park were located on Pennsylvania Avenue, SE and
Minnesota Avenue, SE. The CCC camp was in the northwest comner of the park near the
intersection of Minnesota Avenue and E Street, SE. The camp was also one of the longest
occupied in the DC area, continuing through the 18" enrollment period until March 16, 1942.
This camp was redesignated as defense camp NP (D)-2 Fort Dupont from May 25, 1942 until
July 26, 1942 (19™ enrollment period).

Fort Dupont was part of a system of sixty-eight forts encircling and protecting the Union
capital during the Civil War. Although it did not see any action, the fort was intended to protect
the Washington Navy Yard on the opposite side of the river and the eastern approaches to the
city. The fort 1s located on a ridge between the Anacostia River and Oxon Run. The historic fort
occupies only a small portion of Fort Dupont Park, which was intended to be a large urban park
similar to Rock Creek Park in Northwest and serving the growing neighborhoods east of the
Anacostia River. An Act of Congress created the park in 1912; it was adnuinistered by the Chief
of Engineers of the Army Corps of Engineers. During the eady twentieth century, the Senate
Park Commission Plan of 1901-02 envisioned preservation of the forts as parks and a Fort Drive
parkway linking the sites. The National Capital Park Commission spent decades acquiring

73Laird, 87.91; Memorandum, (June 1941), Box 222, RG35, NARA; Laird, 113, 118.
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property, but only small sections of the proposed ring road were ever completed. Many ofthese
parcels remain as green space and are divided among three units of the National Park Service -
Rock Creek Park, National Capital Parks - East, and the George Washington Memorial Parkway.
Fort Davis Drive is one completed portion of the Fort Drive system that lies within the
boundaries of Fort Dupont Park and was graded by the Camp NP-7-DC enrollees.™

For over twenty years, Fort Dupont Park had few amenities, was in a sparsely populated
area of the city, and was accessible mainly by private automobile. From 1918 through the 1920s,
the D.C. Street Trees and Parking Department was permitted by federal agencies to use the
property for a tree nursery. Additional land was added to the park from 1926-28, although public
use was still quite limited. In 1929, a comprehensive redesign of the park described the need to
remove dead frees and underbrush, the scenic qualities of the stream valley, and proposed
construction of two park drives, a golf course, picnic areas, playgrounds, and bridle paths. The
overall conception was to reshape the heavily forested site into a naturalistic wtban park. It also
called for preservation of Fort Dupont. This plan by National Capital Park and Planning
Commission landscape architect (and later National Park Service director) Conrad L. Wirth was
the basis for the redevelopment plan approved on September 27, 19347

This plan was available to guide the work of Camp NP-7-DC. The availability of
emergency relief funds and labor enabled the execution of park and recreation projects in the
Washington area that had been planned but not yet funded. Fort Dupont Park was one of the
sites transferred to the National Park Service in June 1933, as part of Executive Order 6166
reorganizing administration of federal properties under the Office of Public Buildings and
Grounds. With the help of Camp NP-7-DC, the National Park Service continued to develop the
naturalistic landscape features and recreational facilities planned for Fort Dupont Park. The park,
although previously used informally, officially opened for public use in the spring of 1937. At
this time, three-quarters of the city east of the river was undeveloped and it was “expected that
the opening of a large park would hasten the lapsed development of the whole of East
Washington just as Rock Creek Park had been a catalyst for development in Northwest
Washington.””® When establishing the first two Washington-area camps at Fort Hunt and Fort
Dupont, NPS Director Arno B. Cammerer remarked that the enrollees could help reclaim
undeveloped park land for recreation, for at sites such as Fort Dupont Park, Rock Creek Park,
and the George Washington Memorial Parkway “there exists a fine chance for the young
woodsmen to open up this picturesque territory for the enjoyment of the public.””’

"Robinson and Asso ciates, Inc. Fort Dupont Park Historic Resources Study (100% Draft Submittal), Prepared for
National Park Service - National Capital Region, (10 March 2004), 7, 59, 8.

TSFort Dupont Park Historic R esources Study, 105-118.

76Fort Dupont Park Historic R esources Study, 126.

77Plans Indicate D.C. Will Harbor Forestry Camps,” Evening Star (12 September 1933): n.p., quoted in Fort
Dupont Park Historic Resources Study, 146.
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Initially a small group of twenty-two men from Company No. 288 were transferred from
Idaho to live in canvas tents and begin preparing the site for construction of Camp NP-7-DC.
Under the leadership of Capt. Gregory Lavin, these enrollees arrived on October 19, 1933 to
work with the National Park Service personnel assigned to the camp. They were joined on
November 14, 1933 by 168 enrollees from Camp Dix, New Jersey, led by Capt. Harry Myers.
The Fort Dupont Park CCC camp included utilitarian wood frame structures for 200 enrollees
built according to Army specifications. Corps of Engineers records indicate that the Camp NP-7-
DC buildings were completed on February 26, 1934. The buildings included a 120 x 20 foot
mess hall with 20 x 42 foot kitchen ell, a 50 x 20 foot bathhouse, a 30 x 20 foot headquarters
building, a 100 x 20 foot recreation hall (divided into five rooms), a 6 x 8 foot o1l house (later
enlarged to 18 x 6 feet), and six 110 x 20 foot barracks, five of which housed forty enrollees in
one large room. The sixth barrack, presumably intended for supervisors, was divided into
fourteen rooms, including a bathroom, and was planned to house eleven men. The Park Service
built a number of buildings as well, including an office, two garages, a blacksmith shop, and
“technical service quarters.” All the buildings were frame structures of rigid construction and
heated with coal stoves. The predominance of rigid, rather than lighter portable construction at
this camp was consistent with facilities of earlier camps. Later a portable 20 x 130 foot
educational building was added to the camp for a cost of $1547.00. The camp was connected to
the city water, sewer, and ¢lectrical systems. The camp included three officers, ten foresters, and
approximately 200 enrollees.”

During the spring of 1934, the Fort Dupont enrollees continued to improve the camp. As
reported by NPS superintendent J. H. Peterson, “considerable attention has been given to
dressing up the camp proper, around National Park Service buildings, Recreation Building,
Administration Building, etc., through landscaping, planting, and seeding of lawn areas. Use was
made in the planting of local material such as Mountain Laurel, Virginia Pines, Dogwood,
Sumac, etc [sic.].”” Photographs included in his progress report show the enrollees landscaping
around the camp buildings (Figure 14). Another later photograph of the camp shows a building,
probably a barrack, with a tar-paper-covered gable roof and tar paper and wood batten sheathing
(Figure 15).*" Although similar to Fort Hunt, here the entrance is in the middle of the long side
of the structure and sheltered by a small shed roof. This photograph also shows brick paths and
gutters and carefully-tended hedgerows.

The Fort Dupont enrollees were provided with a mix of recreational activities similar to
other area CCC camps, including sports, field trips, and games. They built themselves a baseball

7« General Report on Work for Second Enrollment Period - N.P. Camp #7, Benning, DC,” {11 April 1934), Box 13,
Entry 42, RG 79, NARA; Camp NP-7-DC, Historical Record of CCC Camp Buildings, Box 1, Entry 395, RG 77,
NARA.

P«General Report on Work for Second Enrollment Period - N.P. Camp #7, Benning, DC,” {11 April 1934), Box 13,
Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.
0golder - “Retreat,” Box 3, RG 35-GE Records of Civilian Conservation Corps Activities, 1933-40.
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field that was complete in April 1934. The enrollees also constructed a 75x30 foot swimming
pool with a ten-foot diving board. The pool was used as a handball court during the winter.*
The camp had an outdoor beer garden and a well-stocked canteen with a drug-store type lunch
counter.*” The city’s public library also set up a 300-book circulating library for the camp.
Under the direction of educational advisor Albert S. Youngman, the members of Company No.
288 could take advantage of the educational opportunities in the Washington area, attending
vocational and night school classes with District of Columbia schools or receiving scholarships
for local business, art and civil service schools. Youngman also arranged for a series of
vocational guidance lectures.”

In 1938 recreational activities included swimming, baseball, soccer, boxing, volleyball,
basketball, tennis, pool, ping pong, horseshoes, camp dances, and “liberty parties” under escort.
Religious services were offered every Sunday morning. Proximity to the city meant that movies
and other recreation were only a short walk away. A 1940 report on the educational program at
Camp NP-7 further explained its operation. Based on the needs, interests, and abilities of the
enrollees, a program of classes was created with a minimum enrollment of five. At the time of
the report, nearly sixty-nine percent of the 183 enrollee company was participating in voluntary
class room work. The class schedule indicated that three classes, each one hour in duration, were
offered from 5:30 to 8:30pm Monday through Thursday. Often the classes utilized the expertise
of camp residents, with the camp doctor teaching first aid and individual enroll ees teaching a
number of the trade classes including woodworking, typewnting, and house painting. Outside
mnstructors taught other subjects, such as Miss Crabtree’s sculpting class and Miss Crique’s “art
painting” class. In addition to classes available at the camp, enrollees were taking sheet metal
work, electric welding, typewriting, transcription, shorthand, art, music, and sculpture at evening
schools easily accessible throughout the city.*

A camp inspection report from December 20, 1935 provides a concise overview of the
personnel and activities at Camp NP-7-DC. Company No. 2351 had occupied the camp on July
26, 1935, having previously been located at Camp S-111 in Blaine, Pennsylvania. Company No.
288 was transferred to Fort Hancock, New Jersey as part of a regulation requiring all companies
to stay in their respective Ammy Corps areas.®® The company commander was Captain E. C. Dye
of the Army Reserve; he was assisted by two additional Army Reserve officers. The NPS project

e fome Made’ Swimming Pool Pride of Company.” {17 November 1934), n.p..clipping in Box 42, Entry 115, RG
35, NARA. The Fort Dupont Park Historic Resources Study indicates that the pool was located near the south edge
of the camp.

#24More Like Paris C afé Than Camp,” (17 November 1934), n.p., clipping in Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.
83“Scholzm:hips Provided Men in D.C. Camp.” {24 March 1934), n.p., clipping in Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35,
NARA.

84CCC Camp Inspection Report, (12 October 1938), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA; Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35,
cite other 1941 education report and mention National Defense Classes.

Banp. Camp #7, Benning, DC, Narrative Report,” (1 April 1935 - 30 September 1935), Box 12, Entry 42, RG 79,
NARA.
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supervisor was P. S. Jack, assisted by twelve NPS employees and sixteen local enrolled men.
The camp housed 177 enrollees, with 143 of them assigned to work projects and twenty-six
detailed to camp work. The all-white group of enrollees came from Pennsylvania, Virginia, and
the District of Columbia, all part of the Army Third Corps area. The report described the camp’s
work project as “387 acres, DuPont National Park. Constructing Park drive, picnic grounds and
recreational development, forest improvement and landscaping.”®

General remarks in the report indicated “company operating under favorable conditions
although some fault has been evident with the preparation of mess. Same has been under
mvestigation by the army and is receiving proper attention.” Apparently the members of
Company No. 2351 had staged several food strikes to protest the quality of the mess. The
investigation confirmed that the food preparation was unsatisfactory, due to an inexperienced
Company Commander, Mess Officer, and cooks*” New cooks were to be provided as quickly as
possible. While the special investigator’s report found “no fault with the quality or quantity of
food,” a letter from one enrollee claims otherwise. On January 12, 1936, Nick Holowatch wrote
to his mother in Simpson, Pennsylvania:

I think T am going to loose [sic.] more weight. For the last two days they kept me
on a bread and butter diet and on supper the next day that I come in, I had to get
up from the table and see the Captain to get something to eat. Don’{ be surprised
if T drop in on you one day. You know I can take it but not when they starve me
out, for them six days that I was home there were about fifteen fellows [that] left,
about three and four each day. Our barrack is almost empty and just think they are
putting more discipline on us.*

Mrs. Holowatch promptly forwarded her son’s letter to CCC Director Robert Fechner, with her
own concerns:

Here T am a mother of six children husband on relief most of the time. Children
big enough to work went through high school. Can’t get no work, nor can’t stay
in the camps because not enough to eat. What are we going to do? My boys are
good so far, but if they will be out of work and will have to go traveling what will
become of them then?

Signing herself “a worried mother,” Mrs. Holowatch urged Fechner to investigate.

86Carnp Report, NP-7, 20 December 1935), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.

71 etter Charles H. Kenlan, Special [nvestigator to J.J. McEntee, Assistant Director, Emergency Conservation
Work, (20 December 1935), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.

SSLetter, Nick to Mother, (12 January 1936), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35)
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Assistant Director McEntee’s response assured Mrs. Holowatch that an investigation
found all conditions at Camp NP-7 to be satisfactory. He wrote “lappreciate your letter and
realize you are interested in the conditions under which your son is living in the camp, and we
share with you a sincere desire that these conditions be of the best and that the boys in the camps
benetit by the time spent there.” However, the problem seems to have persisted, as indicated by
a July 1936 letter to Fechner signed “A Veteran Enrollee™

[ am not an agitator and yet [can’t help but inform you that this Company is being
managed tyrannically. The food for the past two months has been disgraceful.
The quality poor and the quantity the smallest. Because of this the members of
the Company are at the present time high strung and generally hungry. . . [ have
been in various Camps and I have seen a satisfactory amount and distribution of
food. Some of these Camps were 1solated. One would think that in the Nation’s
Capitol [sic.] and with a city at hand food of regulation quality would be in
abundance.®

Certainly this glimpse of conflict at Camp NP-7-DC and the perceptions of enrollees and their
families were not unique among CCC camps. While the positive image of the program was
promoted and guarded very carefully by Roosevelt Administration officials, the reality of
managing a complex bureaucracy that required unacquainted boys to live and work harmoniously
would result in many examples of enrollee dissatisfaction or management problems at CCC
camps. Another inspection report dated January 26, 1937 indicates that Camp NP-7-DC had a
new company commander, Capt. J. L. DeWitt, Jr. of the Army Reserve. The new NPS Project
supervisor was E. F. Joyce. All aspects of the camp were rated excellent, including the mess, and
the remarks noted “morale of company good, camp shows continuous improvement and
development,” perhaps due to the change in leadership.”

Like the Fort Hunt camp, Fort Dupont enrollees both worked on projects in the area
housing their camp and traveled short distances to other projects in the vicinity. During the
second and third enrollment periods (October 1, 1933 through October 1, 1934}, the work
projects for Camp NP-7-DC were divided mainly between NPS tasks at Fort Dupont Park and
work at the National Arboretum for the Department of Agriculture. Superintendent Peterson
pointed out that approximately the same number of enrollees were assigned to each area, a split
arrangement somewhat different from the usual NPS camp that necessitated additional
supervisory personnel. At the National Arboretum, the Fort Dupont enrollees completed general
clean-up, cut and stacked cord wood, and constructed a 1.5 mile cinder road on the property
(Figure 16). They also built an office and tool house for the Arboretum by assembling the

8QLetter, (28 July 1936), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA . note mentioning other inspection reports, if don’t use in
text

90Emerge ney Conservation Work Camp Report, (26 January 1937), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35; The company only
had 152 enrollees at this inspection.
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“sections at the Garage in Camp and haul[ing] to the Arboretum, a distance of five miles, the
sections being bolted in place at the Arboretum. Makes quite a good looking and very necessary
building for future work.”" During the third enrollment period, Camp NP-7-DC enrollees
prepared the sife and laid water and sewer lines for construction of Camp NA-1-DC/NP-11-DC,
established at the Arboretum in October 1934. This project also gave some enrollees surveying
experience.”

Between 1933 and 1937, Camp NP-7-DC’s enrollees worked on development of Fort
Dupont Park’s recreational amenities, including picnic areas, comfort stations, park roads, bridle
paths, a council ring, and play area. Plans for the work to be done in Fort Dupont Park were
prepared by the National Park Service Eastern Division of Plans and Design.”” In late 1934,
Associate Director A. E. Demaray informed Fechner that general clean-up and some landscaping
was completed duning the first two enrollment periods and the enrollees were ready to “begin
construction of certain physical improvements that will make the park accessible to the public.”
He went on to elaborate:

We should like to point out that the ultimate development of Fort Dupont will be
somewhat similar to Rock Creek Park, and the area will serve the large population
of Northeast and Southeast Washington. At present we contemplate developing
roads and picnic areas with Civilian Conservation Corps labor. The picnic areas
present no problem, and will make an ideal type of project for the Conservation
Corps.”

Photographs of the landscape work show before and after images of the proposed location of Fort
Drive after brush clearing and removing useful shrubs for later replanting (Figures 17 & 18). A
steam shovel was brought in for some of the heavier road grading work, providing another photo
opportunity for some enrollees (Figure 19). LE.M.s hired to assist with this work included
power shovel operator James E. Bennett and stone-mason Donald Henderson, both union
members. The mason supervised construction of stone headwalls at culverts along Fort Drive *

91“Genera1 Report on Work for Second Enrollment Period - N.P. Camp #7, Benning, DC,” {11 April 1934), Box 13,

Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.

#Narrative Report - N.P. Camp #7 Benning, DC,” (1 July 1934 - 1 October 1934), Box 13, Entry 42, RG 79,
NARA.

%See C. Marshall Finnan, Superintendent, National Capital Parks to Ammo B. Cammerer, Director, NPS (25 June
1934), RG79, NARA.

94Letter, Associate Director A. E. Demaray to Fechner, (8 December 1934), 79-66A-1097, Folder 5, Box 20, Federal
Records Center, Suttland, MD.

P«Narrative Report - N.P. Camp #7 Benning, DC,” (1 October1934 -1 April1935), Box 13, Entry 42, RG 79,
NARA; “Narrative Report - N.P. Camp #7 Benning, DC,” (1 April 1935 - 30 September 1935), Box 12, Entry 42,

RG 79, NARA.
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A c¢. 1937 map of Fort Dupont Park shows the two gently curving park roads (Fort Davis
Dr. and Fort Dupont Dr.) meeting at a Y intersection just south of the center of the park (Figure
20). The Pine Woods Picnic Area was located to the east of intersection, while the Ridge Picnic
area was arrayed along the area to the southwest. The play field and council ring were located at
the intersection. Bridle trails wound through both picnic areas and toward the historic fort at the
southeast. All of these recreational areas were separate from the CCC camp at the northwest
comner of the park.

The two Fort Dupont picnic areas included forty “table units,” each with between one and
four tables. Two table units adjacent to the council ring and comfort station each had six tables
and were intended for groups. The picnic area tables and camp stoves indicate the rustic
aesthetic commonly associated with the Civilian Conservation Corps and National Park Service
construction of the 1930s. Most of this construction was done during 1935 in the fifth
enrollment period. The tables and benches constructed from rough-hewn boards and half logs
were of the same type as those constructed for Fort Hunt (Figure 21). There appears to have been
two types of rustic stone camp stoves at Fort Dupont Park. HABS fieldwork 1dentified existing
examples and ruins of low cut stone and firebrick stoves in the former Ridge Picnic Area. These
stoves follow the plan for Type 6 published in the 1939 booklet “Camp Stove Details.” Period
photographs indicate additional camp stoves of the more rough-hewn design used at Fort Hunt
and labeled Type 1 in “Camp Stove Details™ (Figure 22), perhaps in the Pinewoods Picnic area.
Fort Dupont Park also had drinking fountains with pipes inside hollowed logs and log parking lot
curbs and signs like those at Fort Hunt (Figure 23). The narrative report for the fifth enrollment
period offered this description ofthe rustic appointments for the picnic areas:

The five drinking fountains erected in the picnic area, are veryrustic in
appearance and blend with the table and bench combinations much better
than the usual stone variety. The pipes and bubblers are incased [sic.] in a
hollowed log. . . . The table and bench combinations, are rustic in
appearance and of very sturdy construction. Twenty-nine combinations
have been completed and placed in the picnic area. Twenty-five for adults,
and four, of two-third proportions, for small children. We feel that these
as well as the drinking fountains offer something new in this type of
equipment.”®

Camp NP-7-DC continued to work on developing the Fort Dupont Park recreational amenities
throughout 1936. Progress on the Fort Drive project was described by NPS landscape architect
Daniel Cox Fahey, Jr.:

#Narrative Report - N.P. Camp #7 Benning, DC.” (1 April 1935 - 30 September 1935), Box 12, Entry 42,RG 79,

NARA. Camp Stove Details. (Washington, D. C.: National Park Service, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1939),
Type 1. RG 4, Civilian Conservation Corps, National Park Service Library, Harpers Ferry.
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Projects 7-10 through and including 7-22 are for new work on Fort Drive
extending south from Fort Dupont Park towards Good Hope Road, a distance of
one and one-half miles. Work on Fort Drive on E.C.W. program is being done on
the basis that the actual paving will be done under contract at some future date,
but that the road bed will be subgraded, having all culverts installed, and that the
banks will be graded and planted. Thus when the paving does get down the road
bed will have settled, and road sides will not present a raw unfinished appearance,
which seems to be accepted as a matter of course with any new road. Very careful
supervision has been given this road work, and it has been possible to gently blend
these side slopes into the existing terrain in such a mamner as to make them look
as if they really belong there. This type of grading which is worked out on the
ground is extremely difficult to secure under contract work, and the use of the
C.C.C. has been invaluable in securing the results desired.”

The Fort Drive project is a good example of the role of CCC labor within a large project
including oversight by NPS designers and the contract work ofthe construction trades
when heavy equipment or expertise was needed.

In January 1937, the Fort Dupont Park enrollees were working on a typical mix of
projects such as “landscaping, developing, construction of roads, recreational area, bridle paths,
forest improvements, construction of dam.™® The new picnic areas officially opened to the
public in the spring of that year while work projects continued in Fort Dupont Park. By 1940 the
camp built a nine-hole golf course in the park, removing trees and brush from 31 acres of
fairway. Occasionally Camp NP-7-DC worked on the same projects as other area CCC camps,
such as the Roaches Run Bird Sanctuary and Columbia Island along the George Washington
Parkway. For example, NP-7-DC enrollees completed the river bank erosion control project at
Roaches Run actually assigned to Fort Hunt (Figure 24). Fort Dupont Park enrollees also did
clerical work for the Department of the Interior photo laboratory, Division of Engineering, and
Bureau of Research, a few receiving full-time employment that enabled them to leave the CCC**

In 1941 Camp NP-7-DC was converted into a defense camp, NP (D)-2. Even before
Pearl Harbor, the focus of the CCC was shifting to civil defense and the military and industrial
build-up reduced the CCC ranks. The CCC camp was terminated on March 25, 1942. Later that

7 Justification for 7' Period Projects Camp NP-7, (25 February 1936), Box 13, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA; See also
ECW Supplemental Work Project Progress Report, NP Camp #7.” (March 1936), Box 44, RG 79, NARA. mention
sources that talk more about comprehensive Fort Drive plans

98Ernergency Conservation Work Camp Report, (26 January 1937), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA . company

only had 152 at this inspe ction.
#«Narrative Report - N.P. Camp #7 Benning, DC.” (1 July 1934 - 1 October 1934), Box 13, Entry 42, RG 79,

NARA.
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year, the Fort Dupont area was again deemed critical to the defense of the capital city, although a
portion of the CCC camp and the acreage Fort Dupont Park was retained by the National Capital
Parks as a maintenance facility. On September 10, 1942, the Antiaircraft Artillery Command of
the Military District of Washington occupied a fifty-one acre tract in the park, including the
former CCC camp, for installation of an antiaircraft battery. On August 17, 1945 the War
Department returned the land at Fort Dupont Park to the Interior Department, after demolition of
the Army installation buildings and restoration of the grounds. Earlier that year, nine buildings
occupied by a National Capital Parks maintenance crew were officially transferred back to the
NPS (storage building, garage, blacksmith shop, two garages, a shop, an oil house, and two
barracks). During 1946, temporary housing was constructed for veterans. These structures were
demolished during the early 1950s. The nine-hole golf course built in 1938 was closed in 1971.
The clubhouse near Ely Place was replaced with a sports complex offering tennis and basketball
courts, athletic fields, a softball diamond, and an indoor skating rink. Fort Dupont Park cumrently
is a unit of National Capital Parks-East and offers recreational facilities such as a hiker-biker
trail, picnic tables, community gardens, and an amphitheater. Although the features built by the
CCC have been replaced, the work of the enrollees still represents the foundation of developing
Fort Dupont Park as an urban recreational location.'”

Camp NA-1-DC/NP-11-DC - U. §. National Arboretum, Washington, DC

The U. S. National Arboretum was established by an Act of Congress in 1927. It
occupies an approximately 450-acre site in Northeast Washington, DC and is
administered by the Agricultural Research Service of the Department of Agriculture
{formerly the Bureau of Plant Industry). Prior to establishing a CCC camp on Arboretum
property, an allotment of approximately 80 enrollees from Camp NP-7-DC in Fort
Dupont Park constructed a service road and bridges and prepared the site for additional
work projects. Dr. O. M. Freeman, Associate Director of the National Arboretum,
supervised this portion of the work. In this instance the National Park Service and the
USDA both functioned as technical agencies for work projects done by the same CCC
camp. Freeman then requested that a CCC camp be established at the Arboretum. The
camp built at the National Arboretum continued this procedure of working on both
USDA and NPS projects. Initially this camp received a Department of Agriculture
designation of Camp NA-1-DC, but it also known by the Park Service designation Camp
NP-11-DC. This camp was officially established on October 1, 1934 (4" enrollment
period). While the 1942 inventory of National Capital Parks CCC camps indicates that
Camp NA-1-DC/NP-11-DC was discontinued on April 1, 1936 (6™ enrollment period),
surviving documents show that the camp was active until at least August 1941,
Another major USDA CCC camp in the Washmgton area was located at the U.S.

10g ¢ letters in Folder 90 Structures, Box 20, 79-66A-1097, Federal Records Center for information about Army

occupation and transfer back to NPS control. For additional information about later uses and development at Fort
Dupont Park see the Fort Dupont Park Historic Resources Study.
101See “Historical Record of CCC Camp Buildings - Camp NA-1-DC,” Box 1, Entry 395, RG 77, NARA.
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Agricultural Research Center in Beltsville, Maryland, but that camp worked exclusively
at the USDA site.

Camp NA-1-DC/NP-11-DC 1s also noteworthy as the first African-American
CCC camp in the National Capital Parks area. Company No. 1360 was formerly located
in Williamsburg, Virginia and included black enrollees from the District of Columbia,
Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania. In the case of racially segregated camps such as
this one, white Army officers and technical service personnel supervised the black
enrollees. Initially the Army officers were Captain Joseph P. Moore and 2™ Lieut. Robert
C. Groves. These officers and 197 enrollees with Company No. 1360 arrived af the
Arboretum camp on November 1, 1934 to find a partially constructed complex with the
key buildings ready foroccupancy. Camp NP-7-DC enrollees had been working on camp
construction forNA-1-DC since August 29, 1934. All camp construction was complete
on January 20, 1935. Technical supervisors were foremen Reuben T. Hall, George E.
Creed, Rudolph R. Bartel, and Sidney N. Evert, all transferred from Camp NP-7-DC
because of previous experience at the Arboretum site. Initially NPS Project
Superintendent J. H. Peterson oversaw work by both camps, prompting him to compare
the white and black enrollees:

Having charge of two camps - one a white camp, N.P. #7, and this, a
colored camp naturally gives me an opportunity to draw a comparison.
The colored boys re-act differently than the white boys, probably due to a
great extent, because of less education. However, the results obtained in
the field are commendable, and T am quite sure that the total
accomplishments for the fourth penod here will compare favorably with
results obtained at my other camp.'”

Despite his assessment of the black enrollees as less educated, Peterson was willing to
give the black enrollees the benefit of the doubt when it came to complefing their
assigned work projects.

The narrative report submitted by Peterson in January 1935 also provides a
concise description of the various agencies participating in construction of this CCC
camp:

Plans for camp layout and camp utilities were prepared in the Office of the
Project Superintendent [NPS]. Before construction was started these plans
were approved by engineers from Ammy Headquarters, 3™ Corps Area,
Baltimore, Maryland. Plans for such building as Superintendent’s Office,

121 1. Peterson, “Narrative Report October 1, 1934 - January 1, 1935, N.A. Camp #1,” (7 January 1935), Box 13,

Entry42, RG79, NARA.
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Tool Room, Tool Repair Shop, Garage, and Gasoline and O11 House were
also drawn up in Project Superintendent’s Office, and these buildings
constructed prior to arrival of enrollees.'*

The report includes construction photographs of the camp from September 26, 1934,
showing partially complete building frames (Figure 25). The superintendent’s office, tool
house and associated support buildings were built about 300 feet east of the camp proper
(Figure 26). Skilled workmen built the tool repair shop, an eight-car garage, and
gasoline/oil house between October 15-31, 1934, Muddy conditions during the camp’s
first winter necessitated construction of brick walks which the new Project
Superintendent Sydney Evert said “added greatly to the appearance of this camp; and with
planting of grass, shrubs, etc., this camp should be the prettiest in this vicinity.”*

The original construction of buildings and utility lines at Camp NA-1-DC
required 14,278 hours of labor which cost $12,970.53 ($2,931.07 for unskilled and
$10,039.46 for skilled labor).'"” The total cost for the camp including materials was
approximately $23,000.'"° In addition to the technical service buildings, Camp NA-1-DC
featured a typical array of CCC buildings for the enrollees and military persommel. The
camp had five 20 x 110 foot barracks, each housing 36 enrollees. The camp also had a 20
x 60 foot central bathhouse, a 20 x 152 foot mess hall/kitchen, a 20 x 110 foot
educational building, a 20 x 110 foot administration building (housing the headquarters,
officers quarters, and hospital}, two army garages, a 20 x 100 foot recreation building
(housing the camp exchange, senior leader’s quarters, and recreational hall}, and 20 x 60
foot technical service quarters (divided into five rooms plus bath). Additional sheds and
storage buildings were constructed by the NPS and Bureau of Plant Industry (USDA)
personnel. All of these building were of “rigid” frame construction, which is consistent
with the 1934 construction date of the camp. A sixth barracks of portable construction
for 20 occupants was added later. A 20-foot extension was added to the educational
building in June 1941. The camp was connected to city water/sewerage, electrical, and
trash collection service, while heat was provided by coal stoves.'”

When Camp NA-1-DC was first established, Albert S. Youngman, the educational
advisor for Camp NP-7-DC, was assigned to organize the educational activities. He

137 . Peterson, “Narrative Report October 1, 1934 - January 1, 1935, N.A. Camp #1,” (7 January 1935), Box 13,
Entry 42, RG79, NARA.

1049 N Bve rt, “Narrative R eport Covering Fourth Enrollment Period - N.A. Camp #1, W ashington, D.C.,” (3 April
1935), Box 13, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.

103 €.C. Camp NA-1 - Labor Recapitulation,” {29 August -9 November 1934), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35,
NARA . This report also lists the start date and costs for each construction step of each building (i.e. sills, joists,
interior).

106« amp Report - NA-1, Company 1360,” (10 November 1934), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.

107See “Historical Record of CCC Camp Buildings - Camp NA-1-DC,” Box 1, Entry 395, RG 77, NARA.
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arranged lectures by the technical foremen on topics such as engineering, surveying,
natural resources, and economic problems. Youngman also arranged for the viewing of
motion pictures available through the Department of the Interior and performances of
professional plays sponsored by ECW. Interested enrollees were given transportation to
night classes in Washington schools. By the end of the fourth enrollment period,
Youngman was relieved by a “Prof. Edgar Brown, colored,” presumably from Howard
University, the local historically black institution.'” During the first winter, sports
activities were not available, but during the spring of 1935 plans were made for
construction of tennis and handball courts and a baseball diamond.'"” Camp NA-1-DC
had a successful basketball team and enrollees could make weekly trips to the YMCA for
swimming and boxing (presumably the segregated Twelfth Street YMCA would be the
only such facility available to the African American enmllees). The enwllees also
enjoyed inter-barrack competition in pool, ping pong, cards, spelling, and quiz programs.
Religious services were offered by a volunteer chaplain and other church groups.'!’

Inspection reports also provide insight into camp life and organization later during
Company No. 1360's tenure. In February 1941, the company commander was Lieutenant
William R. Carter and junior officer was Stanley J. Katinsky. Katinsky had been
promoted from enrollee to junior officer in October 1940. Medical services were
provided by Martin L. Cannon, a part-time contract surgeon. The project superintendent
was Rudolph R. Bartel. The company had 156 enrollees, with four camp leaders, 6
assistant camp leaders, three project leaders, and 9 assistant project leaders, all chosen
from among the ranks of the enrollees. The senior camp leader had served in the CCC
since 1934 and as senior leader since September 3, 1937. At the time of inspection, two
enrollees were AWOL and eight sick. Food supplies were procured from the Army
Quartermaster and from local markets. The inspector remarked:

This camp is in generally good condition and is rated by the Army as the
best camp 1in this area. Despite the high desertion rate the Morale seems to
be better than at most of the other nearby camps. Despite the fact that
some of the meals have been light they are spending all of the ration funds
and savings in the mess have not been excessive.'"

In the previous year, the company had 81 desertions, 33 dishonorable discharges, 46
honorable discharges before end of term, and 80 honorable discharges due to end of

%87 . Peterson, “Narrative Report October 1, 1934 - January 1, 1935, N.A. Camp #1,” (7 January 1935), Box 13,
Entry 42, RG79, NARA.

1997 1. Peterson, “Narmative Report October 1, 1934 - January 1, 1935, N.A. Camp #1,” {7 January 1935), Box 13,
Entry42, RG79, NARA.

10:amp Inspection Report, NA-1.” (25 Febmary 1941), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.

Mecamp Inspection Report, NA-1." (25 February 1941), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.
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enrollment terms. The numbers are indicative of the high rate of enrollee turnover found
in CCC camps, particularly later in the program with the increase in other job
opportunities. In general black enrollees tended to stay in the CCC for longer periods
than their white counterparts, probably because they had less opportunity for alternative
employment.'*

Detailed commentary on the condition of the CCC camp was also provided for the
February 1941 inspection. The Army inspector praised the mess hall and kitchen at
Camp NA-1-DC stating:

Three of the four cooks in this company are graduates of the New
Cumberland School for Bakers and Cooks. This company has installed a

bake oven and bakes its own pies and pastries. . . . The meal being
prepared at the time of the inspection was excellent. . . . The tables in the
mess hall were porcelain-topped and properly cleaned. . . . Mess hall

windows were clean, walls nicely decorated."”

The report also provides some mmformation about the interior appointments of other
buildings. The bathhouse fixtures were white porcelain basins, stainless steel urinals, a
shower room, and foot baths. The recreational hall was described as “well-painted and
nicely decorated,” with two pool tables, and small booths and serving tables built into one
side. The camp exchange located at one end of this building sold soft drinks, ice cream,
cigars, and cigarettes. The educational building included:

a library, with a fair amount of books, a reading room, well fumished,
attractive in appearance, built in desk for writing, and a plentiful supply of
magazines and reading material. . . . In addition, there were two
classrooms with blackboards - roomy and with adequate seating capacity.
A well equipped carpenter shop and work room. There are a number of
power tools and a sufficient supply of small tools. The small tools are in
glass cases, well arranged, and in good shape. The building throughout
was very neat and presented a well policed appearance. The educational
adviser evidently took great pride in the educational building and the
educational program.''*

"2\ femorandum - Reportof Inspection Camp NA-1-DC, Wm. P. Morse to CCC Officer, Third Corps Area, (27

February 1941), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA; Salmond, 101,

"3\ femorandum - Reportof Inspection Camp NA-1-DC, Wm. P. Morse to CCC Officer, Third Corps Area, (27
Februaty 1941),Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.

"“Memorandum - Reportof Inspection Camp NA-1-DC, Wm. P. Morse to CCC Officer, Third Corps Area, (27

February 1941), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.
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Approximately 60 enroll ees were taking classes on auto repairing, paint spraying,
cooking, carpentry, radio, electricity, pipe fitting, operation of heavy mechanized
equipment, truck driving, acetylene welding, landscaping, care of tools, and defense
training instruction. While the inspector’s overall assessment of the camp was “superior”
he did report a complaint about light bulb thett that he claimed was common among
“colored” camps. Clearly no detail of CCC camp life was too small for comment and
inspection, a fact vividly illustrated by a follow-up report in March that even mentioned
the inspector “personally checked the dress of the enrollees and found that while they
were properly covered, some of their underclothing needs to be cleaned.”™"?

The records for Camp NA-1-DC alsoyield information about a few unfortunate
mcidents involving local CCC enrollees. The local press reported a fight caused by
armed intruders at a Camp NA-1-DC dance on November 15, 1940, resulting in the
hospitalization of one enrollee. A few days earlier, a Camp NA-1-DC enrollee was killed
in a car accident while driven by a white enrollee from Camp NP-14-DC (Rock Creek
Park) who was in violation of regulations against owning and operating an automobile.
On October 23%, an enrollee from an unnamed DC camp was arrested for a series of
robberies. In response to these events and an embezzlement scandal at the Camp NP-6-
VA, Fort Hunt post exchange, CCC administrators requested tighter discipline from the
company commanders. While these kinds of problems were unusual, the challenge of
maintaining discipline probably was heightened when camps were located adjacent to
developed areas.''®

Official work projects commenced within a few days of Company No. 1360's
arrival on November 4, 1934, due to the advanced progress of the camp construction.
During the fourth enrollment period, Camp NA-1-DC enrollees cleared brush and debns
from 149 acres ofthe Arboretum, 1n the process cutting 400 cords of wood subsequently
donated to the city wood yard. Enrollees also continued construction of Hickey Road, the
access road begun by Camp NP-7-DC, including two log frame vehicular bridges over
Hickey Creek (Figure 27). In total, from November 5, 1934 until April 1, 1935, 12,674
“man-days” were used in “actual conservation work” while 295 days were devoted to
camp construction and 2,419 to camp “housekeeping.”™"”

By May 1935, the original work schedule for Camp NA-1-DC had changed. The
Arboretum officials had planned a major fence and road-building project which did not

")Memorandum - Inspection of Camp NA-1, C. H. Kenlan to the Director, Civilian Conservation Corps, (13 March
1941), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.

116Letter, Charles H. Kenlan, Assistant to the Director, to War Department Representative, CCC (19 November
1940), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.

117'S. N. Evert, “Narrative R eport Co vering Fourth Enrollment Period - N.A. Camp #1, W ashington, D.C.,” (3 April
1935), Box 13, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.
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receive approval. This rejection reduced the need for CCC enrollees at the Arboretumto
one small detail of fifteen. With approval from the Department of Agriculture, most of
the Camp NA-1-DC enrollees were shifted to work on National Capital Parks projects
such as clean-up along the proposed acreage of Fort Drive.'"”® By the end of that year, the
camp designation had been changed to NP-11-DC, but later shifted back to NA-11-DC.
The enrollees were working on minor roads and grading within the Arboretum, as well as
working at several urban parks managed by the National Park Service. Projects included
constructing the picnic grounds at Fort Mahan (Reservation 475), Brentwood Park
{Reservation 495) and planting trees and constructing walks at Fort Bunker Hill
{Reservation 443).""" Camp NA-1-DC enrollees also worked on projects in cooperation
with other camps, such as Camps NP-1 and 2-MD at the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal.
Between May 1, 1936 and 1941, much of Company No. 1360's work was centered on
landscaping, and road and other infrastructure building projects at the National
Arboretum and projects at Rock Creek Park.'*

Camp NP-8-VA, Arlington/Rosslyn, Virginia

In addition to Camp NP-6-VA at Fort Hunt, another CCC camp established along
the George Washington Parkway fairly early in the program was Camp NP-8-VA. Camp
NP-8-VA was located adjacent to the northwest side of the Memorial A venue Bridge
(originally called Boundary Channel Bridge). This location near the new parkway and
Arlington Cemetery was convenient for a variety of work projects. This camp was
established on November 14, 1934 and then discontinued on August 30, 1938 (4™ through

11™ enrollment period).

Photographs of the Camp NP-8-VA site on May 22, 1934 show an empty field,
referred to on site plan drawings as “Arlington Farm.”*' Lieut. Kendall Hatke,
previously assigned to camp construction supervision at the National Arboretum, also
oversaw the erection of this camp." Camp NP-8-V A was officially complete on January
10, 1935, at a cost of $25,562.80 for the Army buildings. As an early camp, the buildings
were all of “rigid” construction. The structures included four 112 x 21 foot barracks for
40 enrollees each, a fifth barrack divided into three rooms for thirty occupants, a 112 x 21
foot headquarters and infirmary, a 112 x 21 foot recreation hall, a mess hall, a 61 x 21

118Memorandurn, Daniel Cox Fahey, Jr., Landscape Architect to Director, National Park Service, (10 May 1935),

Box 13, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.

Wpew Supplemental Work Project Progress Report - Camp N.P. #11, National Arboretum, (December 19335),
Folder Ft. DuPont, Box 44, RG 79, NARA.

2001k Project Supplement, Camp NA-1,” (25 February 1941), and Memotrandum - [nspection of Camp NA-1, C.
H. Kenlanto the Director, Civilian Conservation Corps, (13 March 1941), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.
Eo1der 1, Box 1, RG79-CCC - Emergency Conservation Work {CCC) Projects, 1934-37, Still Picture Branch,
NARA.

221 M. Peterson, “Narmtive Report October 1, 1934 - January 1, 1935, N.A. Camp #1,” (7 January 1935), Box 13,
Entry 42, RG79, NARA.
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foot central bathhouse, 62 x 21 foot officers’ quarters, and three-car Army garage. This
camp, designed for approximately 150 enrollees, instead of 200, and without a complex
of technical service garages and offices, was smaller than other area camps. Presumably
the extensive National Park Service facilities at Camps NP-6-VA and NP-7-DC provided
the technical supervisors and equipment for Camp NP-8-VA as well. Perhaps the
recreation building also served as an education building. The buildings had coal stove
heat and were connected to the city water and electrical systems. Sewage was collected in
septic tanks and trash burned in a nearby incinerator. All of the major buildings were
arranged in three straight lines parallel to the shoreline of Boundary Channel (Figure
28).]23

An important project site near Camp NP-8-VA was Theodore Roosevelt Island.
Roosevelt Island is located in the Potomac River near the mouth of Rock Creek and the
Georgetown waterfront. In 1931 the Roosevelt Memorial Association purchased the
property, then known as Analostan Island, from the Washington Gas Company and turned
it over to the federal government in 1932 to be used as a public wilderness preserve. The
RMA retained planning authority and hired landscape architect Frederick Law Olmsted,
Jr. to prepare plans for reforestation and a designed landscape, including foot and bridle
paths, tree plantings, and an overlook at the south end of the island. After approval by the
Commission of Fine Arts and the National Capital Park and Planning Commission in
May 1934, the National Park Service began working on theisland with help from the
CCC enrollees of Camp NP-6-V A (Fort Hunt). The Olmsted plans called for
reestablishing a native woodland as a memorial to TR’s achievements in conservation
policy. Olmsted directed the CCC enrollees to remove all fallen deadwood and certain
weeds, including blackberry, sumac, Joe Pye weed, poison 1vy, and Japanese
honeysuckle. The stone ruins of John Mason’s ¢. 1790 house, Analostan, were a point of
controversy. While Olmsted’s plan called for removal, NPS historians recognized their
historic value. In 1936 as a compromise, archaeological excavation was done by CCC
enrollees from Camp NP-8-VA and documentation was done by the Historic American
Buildings Survey (Figures 29 & 30). Camp NP-8-VA enrollees then removed or buried
the remains of Analostan. While work at Theodore Roosevelt Island was interrupted by
World War II and the use of the i1sland for O.S.S. and F.B.1 fraining, the CCC work here
again represents the first modern effort toward establishing a recreational use for the
site.!**

23«Historical Record of CCC Camp Buildings - Camp NP-8-VA ” Box 2, Entry 395, RG 77, NARA; “General

Layout- National Park Service CCC Camp at Arlington Farm,” nd., Box 13, Entry 42, RG 79, NARA.

24Nan Netherton, “Delicate Beauty and Burly Majesty: The Story of Theodore Roosevelt [sland,” typescript,
(National Park Service, March 1980), 80-82; K ay Fanning. “T hecodore Roosevelt Island,” W ashington, DC.
National Register of Historic Places Registration Form, 2000. (U. S. Department of the Interior, National Park
Service, W ashington, D .C.), Section 7, 4, 10; Section 8, 53. Above ground remains of the house were largely
removed and the remaining material buried and incorporated in the landscape.
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Other major projects for Camp NP-8-VA included recreational development of
two of the remaining Civil War forts in Washington, DC - Fort Bunker Hill and Fort
Stevens. The work at Fort Bunker Hill included developing a picnic grounds and assorted
recreational features, such as tables and benches, and maintenance of trees and shrubs. In
addition to grading, adding pipelines, and building walks and trails at Fort Stevens, the
historic fort log structure was recreated in concrete. Each of these parks conserved the
historic fort site as urban greenspace and served their respective city neighborhoods.
Another project was “emergency dike construction™ at West Potomac Park, presumably
during the March 1936 flood. Camp NP-8-VA also demolished “old buildings” in
Bethesda and a comfort station in Rock Creek Park. In 1936 the enrollees built a new
comfort station for the park, which was a 18x26 foot stone addition to the Police Lodge.
The Lodge had been built by the WPA 1n 1935 (Figure 31). They also worked removing
debris and obstructions from Rock Creek and building 2.2 miles of horse trails m the
park, including .3 miles of log hurdles (Figure 32)."*°

In 1938 Camp NP-8-V A was discontinued and reestablished as Camp NP-14-DC
located in Rock Creek Park. By January 30, 1939, the Camp NP-8-VA buildings were
listed as abandoned and burglarized; material from the camp buildings was salvaged by
the NPS later that year. The site later became a temporary camp for returning
servicemen, developed by Camp NP-6-V A enrollees.

Camp NP-14-DC, Rock Creek Park, Washington, DC

Camp NP-8-VA was immediately reconstituted as Camp NP-14-DC on August
30, 1938 and relocated to Rock Creek Park. Like its predecessor, Camp NP-14-DC
frequently collaborated with other CCC camps on projects. While Rock Creek Park was
already a major urban park established in 1890, the CCC played an important role in
maintenance and improvement projects. The National Park Service took over
management of Rock Creek Park from the Army Corps of Engineers in 1933 as part of
Executive Order 6166. In addition to the CCC, other New Deal programs were
improving Rock Creek Park, such as the PWA-funded restoration of Pierce Mill and
construction of Piney Branch Parkway. Continuing the work started by Camp NP-8-VA,
the new camp was located near the center of the park north of Fort DeRussy at the former
site of Camp Goodwill (recreational camp relocated to Chopawamsic RDA). Camp NP-
14-DC remained active until April 1, 1942 (11™ to 18™ enrollment period) and was then
converted into defense camp NP (D)-1 until August 11, 1942 (19" enrollment period).

5 Charles H . Gerner, “Report of Civilian Conservation Corps Operations inthe National Capital Parks, October 15,
1933 - June 30, 1942, (W ashington, DC: National Park Service, June 1950), 99 [hereafter Gerner Report, 1950];
Robert M. Coates, “Inventory of Work Accomplished by CCC Camps Under the Jurisdiction of National Capital
Parks, October 19,1933 to January 1, 1942 (Washington, DC: National Park Service, 1942) 32, located in Folder -
Progress Reports, Box 44, Entry 20 - National Capital Region Subject Files, 1924-51, RG 79, NARA [hereafter
Coates Report, 1942].
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Company No. 1391 was stationed at Camp NP-14-DC and included approximately 150
white enrollees. An inspection report from March 1941 indicates that the company
included 154 enrollees, with 36 assigned to “detached service” at Fort Belvoir and 26 to
“camp overhead.” Of the total enrollees, five were camp leaders, 7 assistant camp
leaders, 5 project leaders, and 9 assistant project leaders. The company commander was
V. A. Sharrett and the subaltern Howard F. Shire. The full-time camp surgeon was
Morris Steinberg and the NPS project superintendent Henry Brown.'*

Although Camp NP-14-DC officially replaced Camp NP-8-VA, its buildings were
newly-constructed portable frame structures typical of later CCC camps. The camp
included three 140 x 20 foot and one 130 x 20 foot barracks, two 36 x 20 foot bathhouses,
a 160 x 20 foot mess hall/kitchen, a recreation building, an education building, a 30 x 20
foot headquarters building, a 40 x 20 foot supply room, 40 x 20 foot infirmary, 40 x 20
foot officers’ quarters, and two Army ftruck garages. The technical service buildings
mcluded two 60 x 24 foot garages of rigid construction, an o1l house, blacksmith shop,
and technical headquarters. The camp utilized city electrical and water systems and the
garbage was hauled to a city incinerator. By December 1938, the education and
recreation buildings switched functions, with a 70 foot addition for the new recreation
structure (now 130 x 20 feet). An aerial photograph of Camp NP-14-DC shows five long
structures (four barracks and mess hall/kitchen) lined up next to each other in a clearing
and surrounded bya grid of pathways (Figure 33). A smaller bathhouse structure is
located between each pair of barracks and the ells on the building furthest from the road
indicate that it 1s the mess hall/kitchen. Other buildings are just visible through a break m
the tree coverage.'”’

Interior photographs of the mess hall and barracks taken during a visit by CCC
Director Robert Fechner show the typical utilitarian CCC structure with exposed trusses
and bare lightbulb electrical fixtures (Figure 34). Additional photographs of a “baseball
pep rally,” probably in the recreation building, and enrollee cooks in the mess hall kitchen
show the Company No. 1391 enrollees inside the CCC structures (Figures 35 & 36).
Later views of civil defense fraining drills in May 1942 provide exterior images of the
garages and other support buildings (Figure 37). Additional photographs in this series
also indicate that Camp NP-14-DC had a concrete swimming pool similar to the ones at
Fort Hunt and Fort Dupont Park.'*®

126g0e William Bushong, Rock Creek Park: Historic Resource Study. (Washington, DC: National Park Sewvice, US.

Department of the Intetior, August 1990, esp. 143; “Camp Inspection Report - Camp No. NP-14.” (1G March 1941),
Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA; See Box 34, RG 69-N, Still Picture Branch, NARA for photograpls of PWA
re?air of the Pierce Mill waterwheel.

27 Historical Record of CCC Camp Buildings - Camp NP-14-DC.” Box 1,Entry 395, RG 77, NARA; CCC Camp
No. NP-14,Box 1, RG35-GE, Civilian Conservation Corps Activities, 1933-40, Still Picture Branch, NARA.

2%580% 31 and 32, RG35-G, Still Picture Branch, NARA.
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John G. Byers, the Camp NP-14-DC educational advisor, described the
educational program for Company No. 1391. Enrollees could take classes five nights a
week, in a wide variety of subjects such as literacy, citizenship, journalism, “military
hygiene,” black smithing, carpentry, cook ing and baking, photography, truck driving,
business and social courtesy, first aid, and “how to get and hold a job.” The instructors
were Byers and other leaders in the camp including the physician, mechanic, and
company commander Lt. Sharrett, as well as enrollees with specialized skills such as
blacksmithing and cooking. “National Defense Classes” such as sheet metal, electricity,
auto mechanics, woodworking, welding, and machine shop were provided by instructors
at the Abbott Vocational School and McKinley Night School. Byers complained that the
Park Service foremen seemed unable to properly teach what little job training was
available, but also praised the progress of the enrollees:

Definite progress is being made in trade education, manual skills, use of
leisure time, the fraining of mind and body and the desire to learn.

Situated as this camp is any member who passes a trade course is placed in
a paying position which 1s a powerful inducement toward the obtainment
of trade skills and other forms of physical and mental training. The
program works under the idea that show a member that a course of study
or the acquirement of trade skills will benefit him and he will make a good
student. . . . In addition. . . Markel Holt, [enrollee], is taking a full night
schedule of business courses at the Strayers Business College,

Washington, D.C.. .. . Two members are taking correspondence courses in
Radio Building and one is doing correspondence courses in Airplane
Construction. "’

His description illustrates the 1deals of improving mind and body that informed the CCC,
as well as the extra effort required to translate mamual labor projects into real job training
for many errollees.

Byers’s complaints about the work supervisors at Camp NP-14-DC in early 1941
were corroborated in a memorandum from Charles Kenlan to CCC Director Fechner. He
confirmed reports that the work project progress of this camp was lagging due to
insufficient supervision. The acting NPS superintendent Henry Brown was a former
foreman called upon to fill a vacancy. While efficient and competent, with four years of
CCC experience and a college degree, he lacked the support of proper technical
supervisors. According to Kenlan:

12%«ccC Camp Bducational Report- Camp No. NP-14,” Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.
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A great deal of the work embraces engineering skill and requires
competent supervision. Many of the important jobs are now being
directed by CCC enrollees who have not had sufficient technical training
or experience. The character of work includes - construction of
recreational areas for two District schools [Taft and Takomal]; laying of
water lines and sewer lines; rip-rapping; grading; landscaping; masonry
work; and general park development.'*”

The foremen included two men on sick leave, two illiterate men, and the 75-year-old
cousin of a District Commissioner, who was being paid an engineer’s salary to pull
weeds. Kenlan not only expressed concern regarding the progress of the work, but the
potential for negative publicity.

Despite the supervisory troubles, work projects proceeded for Camp NP-14-DC,
particularly continuing the work within Rock Creek Park. These projects included
landscaping around the newly restored Pierce Mill, continuing to clean and clear channels
in Rock Creek, additional construction of Beach Drive, construction of a field house, nip
rap erosion control near the Massachusetts Avenue bridge, and survey work (Figure
38)."" Camp NP-14-DC also continued work begun by Camp NP-8-VA on the
restoration of Civil War Fort Stevens located near Georgia Avenue and Military Road just
east of Rock Creek Park. The project involved a partial reconstruction of the fort
including moat, banquette, revetment, gun platforms, and power magazine. Portions of
the restored fort were constructed with concrete logs and timbers “to simulate the original
log construction.”* The recreated powder magazine was a “reinforced concrete
construction with half oak log paneling. . . . Entire structure covered with clay and
sodded.”** This work is again indicative of the growing role of historical parks in the
National Park Service, and the pairing of recreational and historical park feature
development for many local CCC projects.

Other major projects included tree surgery in Arlington National Cemetery,
construction of relief maps and models for the museum at Ford’s Theater, and continuing
development of the Fort Dupont golf course. These projects were probably the result of
responsibilities shifted from the Fort Hunt camp in 1941 when a portion of that company
was detailed to Fort Belvoir for military projects. This camp also worked on a number of
neighborhood recreation sites such as Taft Recreation Center, Barnard Hill, Rose Park
Playground, and Takoma Recreation Center. CCC activities within the city helped the

B0 femorandum, Charles H. Kenln to Director, CCC, (7 February 1941), Box 42, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.

Bl Gerner Report, (1950), 95-96; For a photograph o f CCC tree planting at Pierce Mill see Folder 12 - Rock Creek,
RG 79-CCC, Still Picture Branch, NARA.

2200ates Report, (1942), 16.

Hbia.
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National Capital Parks fulfill its unique role of providing recreational facilities for
District of Columbia residents."**

The final enrollment period of Camp NP-14-DC focused on civil defense training.
This training included extinguishing a fire bomb and chemical decontamination. Other
defense activities listed in the Camp NP-14-DC job completion records are camouflaging
Coast Artillery sites, such as at the National Arboretum, gun emplacements at Bald Eagle
Knob Park, and operating a rock quarry in Kensington, Maryland for defense projects.
The camp was finally abandoned in August 1942

Recreational Demonstration Area Camps - Expanding Urban Recreation into the
Countryside
Camp SP-27-MD/NP-3-MD — Catoctin Reareational Demonstration Area, Lantz,
Marviand

Catoctin was one of two Recreational Demonstration Areas which became part of
the National Capital Parks. Catoctin RDA was located approximately an hour north of
Washington, DC in Maryland, while the Chompawamsic RDA (now Prince William
Forest Park) was about a half hour south in Virginia. The original acreage of Catoctin
RDA is now divided between Catoctin Mountain Park, Cunningham Falls State Park, and
the Camp David presidential retreat. RIDAs were an innovative New Deal program
established to convert tracts of underutilized farmland throughout the country into
recreational facilities. As the program was drawing to a close in 1941, the National Park
Service explained its mission in booklet entitled “An Invitation to New Play Areas:”

Like all public parks, recreational demonstration areas are for the use of the
general public. They are available to individuals and families desiring to spend a
day in the open for picnicking, fishing, boating, hiking, etc., and to responsible
groups who wish to camp overnight or for a week-end as well as to agencies
conducting seasonal camping programs. . . . The areas which lie closest to the
large industrial cities are best known for their organized camping facilities which
are used by hundreds of camping organizations. These camps were planned
primarily to meet the needs of social and welfare and other non-profit agencies
unable to finance the purchase of land and construction of their own facilities."®

Catoctin RDA was primarily designed with organized camping facilities to serve the children of
Baltimore, Maryland, and Washington, DC. In 1941 it had 9,746 acres with picnic grounds, foot
trails, fishing, three organized cabin camps, and one organized tent campsite. Catoctin was the

¥Gerner Report, (1950), 95-96.

1357, -
Ibid.
136An Invitation to New Play Areas, (Washington, DC: National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, c.

1941), 1, RG 4 - Civilian Conservation Corps, National Park Service Library, Harpers Ferry.
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only RDA in the state of Maryland. It met the criteria for a RDA of including a land mass of
2,000 to 10,000 acres; within 50 miles to apopulation center of 300,000 or more persons;
plentiful water and building material; and interesting natural surroundings.”®” The CCC camps
located at each area RDA played different roles in their construction. The CCC camp was not
established at Catoctin until after many years of ECW-funded construction using local men,
while multiple CCC camps were almost entirely responsible for building the facilities at
Chopawamsic.

The Depression and a punishing drought in 1930 shattered the local agricultural economy
and many local residents became dependant on the limited resources of private charities. The
mountainous area near Thurmont, Maryland was first identified as a potential RDA in 1934 by
the Maryland State Cooperative Extension Service based at the University of Maryland. A report
found the land on and around Catoctin Mountain to be a top candidate for redevelopment
because of good roads, proximity to the Appalachian Trail, the poor condition of the local
forests, and the economic distress of local farmers. Efforts to assemble parcels proceeded slowly
during 1935 due to local distrust of'the government and bureaucratic complexity. **

Construction of Catoctin RDA began in January 1936, with funding from the new Works
Progress Administration (WPA). Workers on the relief rolls, both local and some transported
from distant communities, constituted the labor force. Proposals for a transient work camp were
quickly abandoned, probably due to a desire to ease local antagonism regarding the project. The
NPS was able to hire some additional workers with special skills from outside the relief rolls.
Work proceeded on site clean-up, grading, and building support structures such as the garage,
blacksmith shop, and administration building at Round Meadow."*’

During 1936 construction also began on Camp No. 1, later called Misty Mount. The
camp included rustic wood frame cabins, a dining hall, a craft cabin and other support buildings,
all arranged along a linear road on a steeply sloping site. WPA workers used chestnut lumber
and native stone for construction. Camp No. 1 was completed by June 25, 1937 and hosted an
open house for the curious public. It was later used by groups such as the YMCA, YWCA, Girl
Scouts and Boy Scouts. The second camp, later known as Greentop, featured similar buildings,
but a very different site plan intended to accommodate campers from the Baltimore-based
Maryland League for Crippled Children. Camp No. 2 was on a much flatter site and grouped
around a loop road for shorter distances between buildings. It was constructed by WPA labor
between 1937 and 1938, with the first handicapped campers using the new facilities that summer.
In spite of lobbying by prominent African Americans from Baltimore, Catoctin did not provide
facilities for black handicapped children and the entire project remained exclusively white.

137

Wirth, Park, Politics, and P eople, 186-88.
138

Edmund F. Wehrle. Catoctin Mountain Park: An Historic Resource Study (March 2000), 157-58.
139
Wehrle, 167-69.
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Construction of a third camp, later called Hi-Catoctin, began in 1938 with 300 WPA workers.
After 1941, Hi-Catoctin became part of FDR’s World War II presidential retreat.'’

A number of Catoctin structures were published in the 1938 edition of Albert Good’s
Park and Recreation Structures. Like the other published examples, these buildings were created
using freely interpreted regional traditions and local matenals, such as stone and wood, to
sensitively integrate structures into the natural landscape. A four-person camper cabin at
Catoctin, probably in the Misty Mount area, was depicted and noted as “outstanding for its
simple excellence and true craftsmanship.”*' Good’s focus was generally on the structures
planned and construction managed by the National Park Service, and so does not disinguish
between facilities built with WPA or CCC labor.

Camp NP-3-MD was officially established at Catoctin on October 1, 1939 and continued
until November 7, 1941 (14™ through 18™ enrollment periods). A CCC camp was approved for
Catoctin 1n early 1936, but funding cuts and the decision to provide work to the local commumnty
deferred these plans. However, the Park Service organized many of the WPA projects with the
expectation that CCC labor would eventually be available. By 1939 fewer local workers were on
the relief rolls in Western Maryland and the CCC finally came to Catoctin RDA. The camp was
located adjacent to the National Park Services offices and support structures at Round Meadow,
just north of the central garage unit. Initially the camp received a state park designation of SP-7-
MD, starting in April 1939. An advance detachment of thirty-five men and one officer from
Company No. 1374 arrived that month to begin site preparation. The rest of the company,
enrollees from Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia, arrived shortly thereafter and lived in tents
while building the camp (Figure 39). The company was previously stationed at Quantico,
Virginia working on the Washington Recreational Demonstration Area. By June 1939, the
barracks, mess hall, hospital, and office were well underway and being painted. The same month
more materials arrived for construction of the educational building, oil house, and two garages.
In August, the enrollees began using the new mess hall and prepared to move into the barracks.'”

Camp NP-3-MD consfruction was complete on September 15, 1939 and redesignated as a

140Wehr]e, 176-77, 180; Sara Amy Leach. “Emer gency Conservation W otk (ECW) Ar chitecture at Catoctin

Mountain Park, Multiple Prop erty Documentation” Frederick County, M aryland. National Register of Historic
Places Registration Form, 1988. (U. S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Washington, D.C.),
Section E, 10. See also B arbara M arshall Kirkconnell. “Cato ctin Mountain Park: An Administrative History,”
(M. A. thesis, University of Maryland, 1988).

Y Albert . Good. Park and Recreation Structures. (Washington, D.C.: National Park Service, U.S. Department of
the Interior, 1938), (reprint 1990 Graybooks, Boulder, CO), 179. III-128-29 plan and photo of Administration
Building - looks like Misty Mount unless Greentop is the same; III 136-37 plan and photo, camp unit latrine; 166-67
dining lodge/recreational building/kitchen combo; 178-79 4-camp er cabin.

142Memorandum, Assistant Director to Demaray, (18 September 1936), Box 3, Entry 65, RG 79, NARA; Wehrle,
181-83. See the June 1939 and August 1939 issues of The Mountaineer, Civilian Conservation Corps folder,
Catoctin Mo untain Park files.
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National Park Service camp on October 1. It had a standard array of CCC camp buildings
including a 20 x 130 foot educational building, four 50-man barracks (20 x 65 feet), a 20 x 110
foot mess hall with a 20 x 30 foot kitchen ell, 20 x 100 foot recreation hall, 20 x 70 foot
administration building, 20 x 40 foot officers’ quarters, a 20x30 “hospital,” foreman’s quarters,
oil house, and three garages. All of the buildings were of “portable” wood frame construction as
was typical of CCC camps built after 1936. There was a 10 x 25 foot central heating plant with a
coal-burning boiler to heat the barracks. The camp used well water and septic tanks and was
comnected to the local electrical system. Rather than the separate latrine and shower buildings
common at most CCC camps, each barrack included a tile-lined bathroom at one end, with water
heated in the central building. '+’

An aerial photograph of Camp NP-3-MD in the Catoctin Mountain Park files shows the
site arrangement of the CCC buildings. All of the buildings were oriented parallel to each other
in an open field north of the WPA headquarters buildings and central garage unit. The education
building stood at the east end of the camp; fo the west were two pairs of barracks with the heating
plant at the center. The next row of buildings included the mess hall and recreation building,
with the officers quarters’, supply room and hospital beyond. There does not appear to be a
parade ground or central field such as those at the Fort Hunt or Fort Dupont CCC camps. Other
photographs of Camp NP-3-MD life show the typical long rectangular barracks with the entrance
on the short gable end. The exteriors of the structures were sheathed with tar paper!*

Like other CCC camps, Camp NP-3-MD was run by a military officer under tight
discipline, but also offered many educational and recreational opportunities. Enrollees could
take night classes in Hagerstown or in camp on subjects such as reading, arithmetic, history,
carpentry, painting, surveying, woodworking, photography, and shorthand. Company No. 1374
published its own newspaper, The Mountaineer, and had a 1,500 volume library, a film strip
projector, and a 16mm movie projector. As usual, sports were another favorite activity,
including horseshoe pitching, baseball, volleyball, and swimming. The first issue of 7he
Mountaineer in May 1939 reminded the Company No. 1374 enrollees that:

The new camp which is the home of the members of the 1374™ Company CCC is
surrounded by many small communities and several large towns. Most of the
members of the camp have already visited these towns and have found the people
in them hospitable and sympathetic with the CCC. The camps which have been
established in the vicinity for several years have built up a very fine relationship
between the CCC and the community. It is a part of the duty of the members of

143“Historica] Record of CCC Camp Buildings - Camp NP-3-MD,” Box 1, Entry 395, RG 77, NARA. Information
about the bathrooms in May 1939 issue of The Mountaineer, Catoctin Mountain Park files.

144Only a pootr quality photocopy of this aerial image was available at the park; the location of the original is
currently unknown. Photographs of the camp buildings are in the folder CCC Personnel and Activities - Round
Meado w, Catoctin Mountain Park files.
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this camp to continue to develop the feeling of friendship between the members of
the camp and the members of the nearby towns. . . . If a fine impression is made,
the people of the community will be glad that we are here and will give us every
opportunity for recreation and education in their organizations and activities.'*’

The enrollees did frequently avail themselves of activities in the local communities such as
church services, bowling, movies, and barn dances. The education advisor, Bernard (5. Harless,
had been assigned to Company No. 1374 since January 1935 and proudly reported in August
1939 that his educational program for the camp would “attain all the objectives which have been
set by the United States Office of Education.”*®

Most of the CCC’s initial work at Catoctin involved clean-up and small dam construction
along Hunting and Owen’s Creeks to enhance the fish habitat, reforestation, and trail blazing.
Plans for this work had been prepared in 1936 and 1937 by NPS and Maryland State Forest
Technicians, but shelved until the arrival of the CCC. The Camp NP-3-MD enrollees also
provided fence rails for use by the African-American CCC company stationed at Gettysburg
National Military Park. WPA work continued simultaneously at Catoctin. On some projects the
CCC and WPA workers would work side by side, such as resurfacing the central road from
Thurmont to the park in the spring 1940. A 1941 report itemized the work completed by the
CCC enrollees including 12.5 miles of power lines, a water supply system, the custodian’s
residence, two sewage systems, 4.5 miles of foot trails, one retaining wall along old Route 15, a
bath house, four drinking fountains, .3 miles of roads, a filter system, two trail-side shelters (on
the Appalachian Trail), and a forest fire danger station. CCC workers also fought fires,
participated in other emergency work, planted trees and shrubs, developed 400 acres of “fire
hazard reduction,” and assisted with the preparation and transport of construction materials.'*’

An appendix to a report of all CCC operations in the National Capital Parks listed the
CCC work at Catoctin RDA as taking place starting on May 3, 1939. This is due to the fact that
from the arrival of Company No. 1374 in April 1939 until Camp NP-3-MD was officially
established on October 1, the enrollees were working under the state park designation. The
projects indicate a mixture of conservation projects (seeding, planting, selective cutting) and
construction projects typical of CCC camps. In this instance, most of the substantial construction
in what is now Catoctin Mountain Park had already been completed by WPA labor. However,
the CCC enrollees did work 1n a variety of areas in the RDA. For example, they added drinking
fountains and power lines to Camp 3-B, later known as Hi-Catoctin and eventually acquired for
the presidential retreat. The CCC boys also built two trailside shelters of the “Appalachian Trail

145Wehr]e, 188-89 . Photocopies of several volumes of The Mountaineer are available in the “Civilian Conservation
Corps” folder, Catoctin Mountain Park files.

M8Camp Inspection Report, Camp SP-7, (30 August 1939), Box 94, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA.

147"‘Work Project Report Supplement, Camp NP-3,” (3 February 1941), Box 94, Entry 115, RG 35, NARA; Wehrle,

184-86; Kirkconnell, 86-93.
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type” with stone foundations and log walls.'**

The CCC was also largely responsible for developing the day use picnic facilities around
Catoctin Manor along Route 15 (now part of Cunningham Falls State Park), a project originally
planned for WPA labor. The Manor House (old ironmaster’s house) picnic area included CCC-
built tables, benches, stone fireplaces, a parking area, a stone and wood picnic pavilion, latrines,
and a stone wall tomark the entrance (Figures 40 & 41). As a large RDA project, Catoctin
initially had an on-site project architect and landscape architect, but by 1939 plans for the Manor
House area were being prepared in the regional office in Richmond, Virginia. Originally they
included even more extensive recreation facilities such as an amphitheater, swimming pool,
wading pool, bathhouse, beach, and playfield, but these were not fully implemented before the
onset of World War II brought the CCC program and New Deal park development to a halt. The
CCC also built an entrance gate of squared timbers and stone flanking wall at the Blue Blazes
Contact Station (Figure 42). The materials and rustic aesthetic of the few CCC-built structures at
Catoctin RDA were consistent with the projects completed by WPA workers.'*

The CCC camp at Catoctin was discontinued in November 1941. The entire Catoctin
RDA was closed to the public in 1942 with the establishment of Roosevelt’s wartime retreat at
Camp 3, Hi-Catoctin, which he remodeled and renamed Shangri-La. A detachment of Marines
and Navy men assigned to the Presidential security detail lived in the former CCC camp.
Although federal legislation transferred the RDAs back to their respective states in 1942,
Catoctin was one of four that remained part of the National Park system, due its War Department
use and its proximity to the presidential retreat, renamed Camp David by President
Eisenhower.””® From 1942-47, half of Catoctin RDA was used by the War Department for troop
fraining, including the special training of the Office of Strategic Services (OSS). By mid-1947,
the camping areas in the northern half of the RDA reopened to the public. By 1953 all of the
land had been returned to the Department of the Interior. Currently Catoctin Mountain Park is
approximately 5,700 acres, including the Misty Mount and Greentop cabin camps, Round
Meadow administrative area, and numerous hiking trails. The southern portion of Catoctin RDA,
including 4,446 acres containing the former Catoctin Furnace and Manor House area, Big
Hunting Creek and its Cunningham Falls area, was transferred to the state of Maryland in 1954 to
create Cunningham Falls State Park. In the same year, the name of the NPS section to the north

148,

‘Appendix F - Catoctin Recreational Area, Lantz, MD,” m Gerner, (195%), 56-72.
149

Correspondence regarding the plans for the Manor House Day Use Area is located in the “Manor Area” folder,
Catoctin Mountain Park files. Photographs of the picnic shelter are in “Building/Projects 1930-1960s” folder,
Catoctin Mountain Park files. See alse Barbara Marshall Kirkconnell. “Catoctin Mountain Park: An Administrative
History,” (M. A. thesis, University of Maryland, 1988), 65-75. A WPA crew had done archaeological work around
the historic furnace, but this was not part of the CCC duties at Catoctm.

59The other three are Chopawamsic (now Prince William Forest Park) in Virginia and land adjacent to Manassas
National Battlefield Park (VA) and Hopewell Village National Historic Site (PA). See Paige, 120; see also Wirth,
Parks, Politics, and People, 187.
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was officially changed from Catoctin RDA to Catoctin Mountain Park."

Camps SP-22-VA4, SP-25-V4, SP-26-VA/NP-16-VA, Chopawamsic Recreational Demonstration
Area, Joplin, Virginia

The Chopawamsic RDA, now Prince William Forest Park, was established approximately
thirty-five miles south of Washington, D.C. in Prince William and Stafford Counties, Virginia.
Because of its proximity to Washington, D.C., the Chopawamsic RDA was viewed a model
project for bringing the character-building benefits of group camping to underprivileged urban
children. The park consisted of roughly 11,000 acres along the watershed of Quantico Creek,
which when the RDA was established included an abandoned pyrite mine and submarginal
farmland. Chopawamsic was the fourth largest RDA in the country and one of six located in the
Commonwealth of Virginia.'** Of all the CCC projects that contributed to the development of
the National Capital Region, the recreational camps at Chopawamsic most closely followed the
conventional understanding of CCC activities as building camping facilities m a rural setting,
like other Virginia RDAs at Shenandoah National Park and Blue Ridge Parkway. CCC work
took place at Chopawamsic from May 13, 1935 to June 30, 1941."%* At the height of construction
three CCC companies were located in Chopawamsic at camps designated SP-22-VA, SP-25-VA,
and SP-26-VA (Figure 43). Camp SP-26-VA was converted from state to national park status in
October 1939. The subsequent Camp NP-16-VA was officially active from October 1, 1939
until April 25, 1942 (14™ to 18" enrollment period). The project manager was William R. Hall;
the CCC, WPA, and PWA programs provided labor, with a multi-company contingent of CCC
enrollees executing the majority of the projects (200-300 CCC workers at the height of
construction).”

When the Chopawamsic RDA was established, charitable groups in Washington, D.C.,
such as the Twelfth Street YMCA, Salvation Army, and Boys’ Club of Washington, were already
eagerly seeking adequate group camping facilities. The old facilities in Rock Creek Park were
becoming increasingly unsuitable due to heavyday use. A key motivation behind the
development of organized camping facilities in RDAs was to allow charitable organizations who
could not afford to purchase land and build their own camps to rent the facilities needed to
provide camping programs. A letter from National Park Service Director Arno B. Cammerer to
National Capital Parks Superintendent C. Marshall Finnan described the importance of this rural
land to the urban park system:

[The National Capital Parks are] in urgent need of an area qualifying for

151NationalPark Service. Catoctin Mountain Park - Cultural Landscapes Inventory, (2000), Part [, 8; Part IT, 33-36.
Y2 pecreational Demonstration Projects: As lHustrated by Chopawamsic, Virginia. {Washington, D.C.: U.S.
Department of the Interior, c. 194%), 21.

13Gerner Report, {(1950).

345 usan Cary Strickland. Prince William F orest Park: An Administrative History. {Washington, D.C.: History
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recreational use of private charity, semi-public, and other organizations serving
the large population, particularly the low income group, in and around
Washington, D.C.. You suggest that maintenance of submarginal lands in the
vicinity of Quantico, Virginia, proposed for purchase by the United States under
the land program, be assumed by the National Capital Parks, if purchased. The
value of these lands to the low income groups of Greater Washington 1s
immeasurable.'”

Land acquisition began in February 1935; eventually forty of the poorest families would be
relocated from their land within the RDA site while approximately 150 local households were
impacted by the government program. The area had been identified as an “illustration in high
degree of rural economic exhaustion,” but of potentially “high public value” for recreational use
due to its rugged, scenic, and healthful qualities."”® Like at Catoctin, this government
intervention did generate some controversy, but here land acquisition proceeded in a relatively
smooth manner.

The Chopawamsic CCC camps focused their efforts on converting the property into
group camping facilities including five multi-unit cabin camps, lakes and swimming areas,
entrance and connecting roads, and hiking trails. By providing facilities for organized camping,
the RDA program and National Park Service sought to extend the benefits of organized camping
to all socioeconomic levels. A National Park Service publication, Recreational Demonstration
Projects: As Hiustrated by Chopawamsic, Virginia, described these humanitarian goals:

As the National Parks are places unattainable to certain millions, so even most
State parks are beyond the horizons of many from the lower-income strata; and
the bringing of outdoor recreation within their reach is the object of this program.
Because of the financial status of these people it has been found that their
recreation must be organized to insure economical vacations. . . Washington, the
nation’s capital, though one of the loveliest cities in the world because of its tree-
arbored streets and unusual park area, despite its variety and quantity of outdoor
recreational facilities, has never had an adequate place where the lower-income
families might go to rest and play, particularly in the summertime. . . In the
majority of cases administration and maintenance of these areas is to be the
responsibility of state park or conservation authorities and the administration of
the camps themselves the business of the local welfare agencies, but in the case of
Chopawamsic, it will be administered by the National Capital Parks, the Federal

155Letter, Armo B. Cammerer to C. Marshall Finnan, (2 February 1935), Box 2, Entry 48 - Records Concerning

Recreational Demonstration Projects, 193442, RG 79, NARA.
%6t hopawamsic Project Report,” (28 Jamuary 1935), Box 2, Entry 48, RG 79. NARA.
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agency which administers the parks in the District of Columbia."’

The unique status of the city of Washington, DC as a federal enclave gave the National Park
Service a continuing role at Chopawamsic while in other areas control of RDAs was transferred
to state park systems.

The three CCC companies worked simultaneously from late summer 1935 until
approximately mid 1938, the period of heaviest construction in the RDA. Although this
arrangement would imply a workforce of around 200 enrollees per camp, the actual numbers
were lower, an average of 100-120 per camp. WPA funds also were used to hire skilled
workmen to supplement the labor force. The three camps were established in different areas of
the RDA for easy access to adjacent work projects. CCC Company No. 1374 was the first to
arrive, officially establishing Camp SP-22-VA on May 13, 1935. Construction of Camp SP-22-
VA was complete on July 15, 1935. This camp was located near the northeast edge of the RDA,
adjacent to the site of recreational cabin Camps 1 and 4 and remained active until April 24, 1939
when the site was converted into a ballfield for Camp 1. Next Company No. 2349 established
Camp SP-25-VA on July 29, 1935, officially completing its construction on November 30, 1935.
This camp was located near the west edge of the RDA adjacent to recreational cabin camps 2 and
5 and remained active until March 1938. This site also was converted into a ballfield, this time
for Camp 2. The third Chopawamsic CCC Camp, SP-26, was established August 2, 1935 by
Company No. 2383. Its construction was officially complete on October 29, 1935. This camp
site saw the longest and most varied occupation, with Company No. 2349 moving from SP-25
for one six month enrollment period during 1937-38, and conversion to Camp NP-16-VA on
October 1, 1939. Between 1941 and its discontinuation on April 25, 1942, Camp NP-16-VA was
redesignated as defense camp NP (D)-12. Some remnants of this CCC camp including the
education building and parade grounds are still extant at the park maintenance yard adjacent to
Camp 3 (just south of the center of the RDA)."**

As was typical for the CCC, the first order of business for the enrollees was building their
own camp while living in canvas tents. This work proceeded through the summer of 1935, along
with duties necessary to prepare for the establishment of the Chopawamsic cabin camps such as

YT Recreational Demonstration Profects: As HHustrated by Chopawamsic, Virginia. {Washington, D.C: U.S.
Department of the Interior, c. 1940), 3,6-7.

1385 everal different sources provide slightly different dates for the Chopawamsic CCC camps. The information
above was compiled from Strickland, 17; Sara Amy Leach. “Emergency Conservation Work (ECW) Architecture at
Prince William ForestPark, Multiple Property Documentation™ Prince William County, Virginia. (National Register
of Historic Places Registration Form, 1988. U. S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Washington,
D.C)), Section E, 11; and the several versions of the relevant “Historical Record of CCC Camp Buildings,” Box 2
and 4, Entry 395, RG 77, NARA. According to a report for SP-26 for a 5% enrollment period, Camp SP-22 was
divided in half on August 7, 1935 to assistwith establishing Camp S§P-26. See Box 137, Entry 41, RG 79, NARA.
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grading, improving drainage, constructing trails and the main park entrance.'” One report
provides a useful description of the site preparation done by Camp SP-25:

The permanent site for Camp SP-25 was chosen adjacent to the area which had
previously been selected for one of the recreational camps.. . . This proximity of
the CCC camp to the work area was considered very desirable. An old abandoned
logging road afforded the only means of access. The ground was very irregular
and it was evident that a considerable amount of grading would be required before
the buildings could properly be erected. The area which had been chosen for
recreational camp buildings was still in the most primitive state, with heavy
underbrush, leaning and fallen trees, and no approach road. Due to the fact that
the CCC camp site had been planned for later use as a play field for the
recreational camp nearby, it was considered desirable for the enrollees to assist
with grading the site before erection of the portable buildings was commenced.'®

Each CCC camp included the standard complement of buildings including four barracks, a
recreation hall, a mess hall/kitchen, officer’s quarters, administration building, and foremen
quarters. As typical of other area camps, each Chopawamsic CCC camp had garages and an o1l
house constructed and used by the National Park Service personnel. The buildings at Camp SP-
22-VA were all of more substantial “rigid” construction. Camps SP-25-VA and SP-26-V A had
mainly “portable” type buildings, constructed with relatively lighter matenals, with the exception
of the National Park Service buildings such as the garages, oil houses, tool house (SP-26 only),
and blacksmith shop (SP-26 only) (Figure 44). This shift from rigid to portable was indicative of
changing Army construction procedures for CCC camps after the first two years of the program.
Latrine and washroom facilities were provided in buildings separate from the barracks. Most of
the buildings were heated with coal-burning stoves.'®!

At Camp SP-22, the barracks and other CCC buildings were arranged around a central
parade ground, with the service buildings (garages, etc.) to the south (Figures 45 & 46). The
short gable end of the barracks faced the parade grounds; a historic photograph shows these
barracks to be of the typical gable roof form with tar paper and wood batten siding (Figure 47).
At Camp SP-26/NP-16, the parade grounds was located between the first row of two barracks
and the mess hall and technical personnel quarters (Figure 48). A parallel row of barracks, long
side facing the parade grounds, stood to the southeast. The service buildings were located just
northeast of the main CCC grouping While the layout and buildings were not completely
identical, the standardization of CCC camp site planning and construction via Army procedures

159Leach, “Emergency Conservation Work (ECW ) Architecture at Prince W illiam Forest P ark, Multiple Property
Documentation,” Section E, 13.

160 R, Hall, “Accomplishments of CCC Camp SP-25." typescript, (9 April 1938), File 6665, Prince William
Forest Park.

8leHistorical Record of CCC Camp Buildings,” Box 2 and 4, Entry 395, RG 77, NARA.
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was clear. One historic photograph shows a rustic entrance sign over the road to Camp SP-26;
presumably the other two camps constructed something similar (Figure 49).

The CCC enrollees at Chopawamsic were offered a variety of recreational opportunities,
such as dances, shows, and lectures held in the recreation buildings. During the winter activities
included basketball, pool, checkers, and card playing. A rotating group of twenty enrollees was
allowed to travel to Quantico Marine Base every evening to watch movies. In 1936, the
recreational and educational program at Camp SP-25 was ranked the best in the Fourth (Virginia}
District, for activities that included academic and vocational classes, sports, hobby competitions,
stag parties, sing-a-longs, and a weekly stunt night.'®*

While the CCC camp buildings were decidedly utilitarian, the recreational cabin camp
buildings constructed at Chopawamsic were constructed and sited in a deliberately naturalistic
manner intended to enhance the experience of the landscape. Like at Catoctin and other parks
developed during the 1930s, National Park Service designers and site managers were developing
a rustic aesthetic for recreational structures that utilized local wood and stone, as well as a set of
modern standards for building types and site planning at an organized camp. Several buildings at
Chopawamsic were included in the 1938 edition of Park and Recreation Structures, including an
administration building, a unit lodge, a dining hall, a 4-camper cabin, a larger camper cabin, a
staff cabin, and an infirmary (Figure 50). All of these structures featured wood shake shingle
roofs and waney-edged exteriorsiding. The administration building was described as adequate
for the typical organized camp with approximately 100 campers and having “a combination of
waney-edged siding cut in between clustered vertical boards at the corners of the building
[which] is typical of the Chopawamsic Area and gives its buildings a certain individuality.
Applied both horizontally and vertically, the siding boards retained the irregular profile of the
original log and gave a rustic variety to otherwise simple structures. While stone was not used
extensively at Chopawamsic, many of the unit lodges and dining halls feature handsome stone
fireplaces. A brown stained finish was given to the wood siding by coating it with creosote,
which also acted as a preservative. Much of the structural and exterior lumber was produced
from on-site materials with the CCC sawmill; flooring and interior woodwork were purchased
locally.'®

33163

The organized camps at Chopawamsic each featured the standard set of buildings
recommended by Park Service officials. Each camp was planned for approximately 150 people
and divided into smaller units for about thirty campers each. Each camp included a group of

lﬁzsee references to CCC camp recreational activities in narrative reports, Box 137, Entry 41, RG 79, NAR A; and
Leach, “ECW Architecture at Prince William Forest Park, 1933-42.” Section E, 5.

'8 Good, II1, 126-27.

164“Bi-rnonth]y Narrative Repoit, Sixth Period, Chopawamsic State Park, S.P.-22 (11 February 1936), Box 137,
Entry 41, RG 79, NARA. For example, see the materials list for Project 120 - Camp 1 Administration Buildings
which is divided by “locally produced” and “materials for purchase” (File 3456, Prince William Forest Park).
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buildings shared by all the camping units - a central kitchen/dining hall building, administration
building, service buildings, staff quarters, central washroomy/latrine, and water and sewage
facilities. Fach unit within the camp included camper cabins, leaders’ cabins, a unit lodge, and
unit washroom/latrine.'® Rustic camp stoves and log-covered drinking fountains like those in
other National Capital Parks were built at Chopawamsic as well. The standard camp stove
designs were also published in Park and Recreation Structures.'® Tt is not known exactly which
designer was responsible for specific features, but a number of landscape architects, architects,
and draftsmen were at work on the site, particularly between 1935-37.1%

While providing an opportunity for nature-based recreation, the cabin camps were also
carefully planned to meet modern sanitation standards. Most of the Chopawamsic buildings
stood on concrete piers to allow proper air circulation. Care was taken to provide a standard
amount of sleeping space for each camper and avoid overcrowding, Latrine facilities were
carefully planned for healthful conditions and provided with a septic system. The camp
buildings also could vary depending on the planned clientele, with Camp 3 including anursery
and facilities for family camping or larger cabins for grouping smaller children in the same
structure with a staff member. One larger cabin featured in Park and Recreation Structures was
described as: “The ‘saddlebag’ cabin at Chopawamsic is the arrangement recommended in camps
for very small children. It brings eight children together under one roof in two four-room
dormitories, separated by an entry and a sleeping room for two leaders. This permits one leader
to be off duty at certain hours with no relaxing of supervision.”®

Construction started with Camp 1-B(oys) {(later known as Camp Goodwill) near the
northeast corner of the site and Camp 2-G(irls) (later known as Camp Mawavi} near the
southwest edge and these facilities were at least partially available during the summer 1936
camping season. Camp 1 eventually included the central kitchen/dining hall, an infirmary, staff
quarters, administration building, a craft lodge, and a central washhouse along the access road,
with four cabin units to the south closer the lake/swimming area created by a small dam in
Quantico Creek. A number of dams were built at Chopawamsic to create scenic lakes and places
for swimming. The Camp 1 dam was a modest “gully-stopper” made of natural and maneuvered
rock and similar to those built for Camps 3 and 4. A more substantial engineered dam of
concrete was built between Camps 2 and 5. Work began on clearing the 7.5 acre site for the
largest dam in January 1936. Camp 2 was arranged and outfitted in a similar fashion to Camp 1,

183 Recrea tional Demonstration Projects: As Illustrated by Chopawamsie, Virginia, 3-4.

s example see “Project Justification - Drinking Fountains, Camp 1-B,” n.d. File 3467, Prince W illiam Forest
Park; in Good, Park and Recreation Structures, see Volume I, “Drinking Fountains and Water Supply,” and Volume
II, “Picnic Fireplaces.”

167Design|31rs mentioned in Leach, “ECW Architecture at Prince William Forest Park,” Section E, 17, include
landscape architect Richard Hyatt, assistant architect Carl W. Zimmerm an, draftsman Bernard J. Liff, and associate
landscape architect Lawrence F. M urray.

18 Good, TIT, 184-85.
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with the central buildings clustered closer to the access road, and four camping units arranged in
a semicircle to the east.'®”

Like other CCC camps, the Chopawamsic enrollees were assigned to work projects
approved every six months and occasionally worked in conjunction with each other and WPA-
hired laborers. Records describing the specific accomplishments of individual camps do provide
some additional insight into the work procedures and progress. Upon discontinuation in the
spring of 1938, an overview of the accomplishments of Camp SP-25 was filed with the regional
office in Richmond and specified that the projects would be continued by Camp SP-26. This
report describes the work of CCC Camp SP-25 enrollees on Camp 2, including preparing the
construction and lake site, and building ten miles of foot trails during winter 1935-36. The first
building construction job, twelve cabins, was approved in April 1936, followed by approvals for
construction of the other camp buildings. A crew of enrollees was assigned to a saw mill
operation that harvested and prepared lumber for the construction from a nearby timber tract,
eventually producing over 100,000 feet of lumber. WPA crews were also working on some of
the buildings. Camp 2 was occupied by groups from the Jewish Community Center of
Washington, DC during early July 1936. While the recreational camp was in use, additional
building construction ceased and CCC enrollees worked on excavating earth and rock for the
foundation of the dam, including operating a stone crushing plant to prepare road surfacing
material. CCC enrollees and WPA relief workers both worked on construction of the concrete
dam through winter 1936 until late spring 1937. The Camp SP-25 report described completion
of the dam: “On the morning of May 29, 1937, the lake had filled and the first rush of water
went over the dam. This was the most complicated and credible job done by SP-25.7°

Once Camp 2 and the dam were complete, Camp SP-25 enrollees moved on to
construction at Camp 3-F(amily), to be used by “white mothers and children.” They built a
nursery, three cabins, two latrines, and an administration building. Additional construction at
Camp 3 was done by Camp SP-22 and SP-26 enrollees and WPA relief workers, with the first
campers arriving 1n July 1937. Plans for Camp 4-F(amily - for black campers), were approved in
fall 1937 and construction included enrollees from all three camps until Camp SP-25 was
discontinued in March 1938."”" Camp 3 (later known as Camp Orenda) included three cabin
units, two of which featured the larger 8-10 person cabins recommended for housing smaller
children. Camp 4 (later known as Camp Pleasant) had five cabin units, but each had fewer
cabins. In addition to the usual central buildings of dining hall, administration building, and
infirmary, both of these family camps included anursery and larger cabins (8-10}) suitable for

19 ara Amy Leach, “Chopawamsic RDA - Camp (2) MawaviHistoric District,” Section 7, 6-7.

Ty R Hall, “Accomplishments